42D CORGRESS, SENATE. REPORT
2d Session. } No. 22¢.

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES.

Juxe 3, 1872.—COidered to be printed.

Mr. LoGAXN, from the¢ Committee en Privileges and Elections, submitted
the following

REPORT:

The Committee on Privileges and Elections, to whom was referred a
<certified copy of the report of the joint committee of investigation, ap-
pointed by the Kansas legislature of 1872, to investigate all charges of
‘bribery and cor-aption connected with the senatorial elections of 1867
and 1871, met on the 20th of April, 1872, and directed the clerk of said
commitiee to prepare an abstract of the evidence furnished by the said
report of the legislature of Kansas. On the 23d of April your commit-
tee met and adjourned over until the 24th, when, on account of sick-
ness in the family of Senator Thurman, the case was postponed until
he should return from a visit home.

On May the 11th your committee met and adopted the followiag reso-
lation:

Resolved, That the chairman of the committee de ask the Senate for leave to send for
persons and papers in reference to the elections of both 1867 and 1871, and that the
committee have leave to sit in the vacation, and to take testimony by either the whole
committee or asub-cominittee, at Washington or elsewhere ; that, in asking for anthor-
ity as aforesaid, the chairman be requested to state that the committee express no
opinion upon the subject.

On the same day the Scnate, in response to the request of the com-
mittee, adopted the following resolution :

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATFS,
May 11, 1872.
Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Electious be anthorized to investi-
te the election of Senator 8. C. Pomceroy, by the legislature of Kansas, in 1867, and
the election of Senator Alexander Caldwell in 1871 ; that the committee have power to
send for persons and papers; that the chairman, or acting chairman, of said committee,
or any suo-committee thereof, have power to administer oaths ; and that the committes
be authorized to sit in Washington, or elsewhere, during tho session of Congresa'and
in vacation.
Attest : GEO. C. GORHAM,

Secrelary
By W. .J. McDONALD,
Chicf Clerk.

On the 13th of M.y your committee met, and, in accordance with the
authority couferred upon them by the resolution of the Senate, directed
all witnesses, in refercuce to the charges against S. C. Pomeroy, Senator
from the State of Kansas, to be summoned to appear forthwith and tes-
tify in referenco to 3aid charges, and also the clerk of the committee
was directed to make inquiry who is the present custodian of the books
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and papers of the late Perry Fuller, of \WWashington, 1. C., and, if such
information ean be had, that the party having possession ot his account-
books, check-books, and bank-books, for the time between December 1,
1866, and February 1, 1867, be summoned to appear with them.

On motion, the committee adjourned xubject te the call of the chair-
man.

On the 21st day of May your committee were called together for the
purpose of proceeding with the examination, a portion of the witnesses
having arrived. .

Senator Caldwell, of Kansas; appeared and urged an early examina-
tion and disposition of the question in reference to his election in 1871.
Your commniittee, however, considering the time too short during the
sitting of Congress to thoroughly investigate botih senatorial elections,
concladed to proceed only with the investigation of the election of Mr.
Pomeroy in 1367, leaving the case of Mr. Caldwell to be examined dur-
ing the vacation of Congress, or at sueh time as may be agreed upon
by your committee.

The examination of the witnesses in the case of Mr. Pomeroy was
then proceeded with, and continued from day to day until the case was
closed.

Your comnittee respectfully submit all the testimony, and report as
follows:

1. That it appears from the evidence that two United States Senators
were elected by the Kansas legislature in 1867, Mr. S. C. I’omeroy ior
a full term of six years, and Mr. Ross for an unexpired term of four
years from the 4th day of March, 1867 ; that the candidacy of Mr.
Pomeroy was generally understood by the people of Kansas during the
election of members of the legislature who were to elect Senators for
the State of Kansas, and thiat the election of Mr. Pomeroy as one of twose
Senators was generally conceded ; that all candidates against Nr.
Pomeroy, for the long term, withdrew from the contest, save Mr. A. L.
Lee. Mr. Pomeroy, in joint convention of the two houses of the legis-
lature, received eighty-four votes ; Mr. Lee received twenty-five votes;
the disparity of votes being so great as to preclude of itselt the idea .
that the electiou of Mr. Pomeroy, against the will of the constituents
of those who voted for him, was procured by corrupt means.

2. There is no evidence that Mz, Puomeroy, or any one for him, used
any money or other valuable thing to influence any vote in his tavor, or
in any manner to bring about his eclection, ercept hearsay, and this is
plainly contradicted by the direct testimony of the parties, either to
whom or by whom it is alleged such considerations were given.

3. The evidence that Mr. Pomeroy’s canvass for Senator cost him con-
siderable money is clearly shown to be the cexpenses paid by him, for
himself and friends, during the senatcerial canvass, for hotel accommo-
dations, disconnected eutirely with the vote of any member, either for
or against him.

4. The evidence shows that some of the friends of Mr. Pomeroy have
been appointed to ofticc under the Government of the United States,
but fails to show that they were appoiated in consideration of any vote
or any influence used by them in procuring the election of Mr. Pomeroy;
and your committee beg leave to say that they can find no fault with
Mr. Pomeroy, or any oue else, (when they recommend for appointment
to oftice,) that they recommend their friends instead of their enemies.

5. It appears from the evidence that Mr. Pomeroy engaged, for a
compensation to be made, the services of the Lawrence State Journal to
advance the interests of the republican candidates and of the republi-
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can party in the State of Kausas in the year 1866; but it also appears
that said Journal broke its engagement, and supported the conservative
or democratic ticket.

Your comnittee, therefore, after maturely considering the testimony
adduced betore them, are clearly of the opinion that the charges of
bribery and corruption against S. C. Pomeroy, connected with his sen-
atorial election by the Kansas legislature in 1867, totally fail to be sus-
tained by any competent proof, but seem to have been urged for some
purpose, unknown to your committee, beyond that of courrecting exist-
ing evils. Your committee, therefore, beg to be discharged from the
further consideration of the same.

0. P. MORTON,

B. F. RICE,

JOHRN A. LOGAN,

H. B. ANTHONY,

MATT. H. CARPENTER.
Committee.

We concur with the other members of the committec in the finding
that there is not evidence before us sufficient to show that Mr. Pome-
roy’s election was procured by the use of corrupt means; and having
no definite, reliable information leading to the conclusion that further
investigation would develop such evidence, we concur in the recom-
mendation that the committee be discharged from the further consider-
ation of the subject. Here we think that our duty ends. We do not
think it proper to impugn the motives of those who urged this investi-
gation. The subject was brought to the nouice of the Senate by the
general assembly of Kansas, and, as it seems to us, a proper respect for
that body precludes an imputation of improper motives.

‘We cannot, therefore, concur in the last paragraph of the report, and
there are cother passages that do not meet our approval. For these rea-
sons we have preferred to state our views in our own language.

A. G. THURMAN.
JOSHUA HiLL.




APFENDIX. . 1

JOURNAL OF THE PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES
AND ELECTIONS OF THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES IN THE IN-
VESTIGATION OF THE SENATORIAL ELECTIONS IN KANSAS IN 1867 AND
1871.

On Wednesday, the &th day of April, 1&72, the Senate of the United States referred
to the Committee on Privileges aud Elections a certitied copy of the “ Report of the
Joint Committee of Investigation, appointed by the Kaunsas legislature of 13872, to in-
vestigate all charges of bribery and corruption connected with the senatorial elections
of 1867 and 1S71; also, report of special committee of the Kansas senate of 1872, ap-
pointed to investigate certain charges against Hon. Jairus Woad, senator from Doni-

phan Counnty ;” accompanied by a certitied copy of a joint resolution of the Kangas legis-

iature, directing a copy of said report to be placed in the haunds of the governor of

Kansas, with the request that he forward it to the Vice-President of the United States,

asking him to lay it before the Senates of the United States for their information ; and,

also, a letter of transmittal from the governor of Kansas.

WaAsHINGTON, D. C.. Saturday April 20, 1572,

The committea met upon the call of the chairman.

Present, the chairman, (Mr. Morton,) Messrs. Rice, Carpenter, Logan, Hill, Thurman,
and Anthony. :

The chairman read to the committee the report of the joint committee of the Kansas
legislature, (exclusive of the testimony.)

On motion, the clerk of the connnittee was directed to prepare an abstract of the testi-
mony contained in the printed volume attached to the report of the joint committes,
separating that in relation to the clection of Mr. Pomeroy from that in relation to the
election of Mr. Caldwell.

On mvution, the further consideration of this subject was postponed until Tuesday,
April 23, 1=72.

WASHINGTON, Tuesday, -April 23, 1372,

The committee met pursuant to adjournment.

Present, the chairman, (Mr. Morton,) Mr. Rice, Mr. Carpenter, Mr. Logaa, Mr. Hill,
Mr. Thurman, and Mr. Anthony.

Mr. I’'omeroy appeared and asked that he might be heard before his case was finally
considered. His request was agreed to.

Mr. Pomcroy stated that he desiced his case considered by itself, and separate from
any otlhcr, and that a report be made by the committee upon it at the earlicst timo
ossible.
! The further consideration of this case was, on motion, postponed until to-morrow.

On motion, the committee adjourned to meet to-morrow at 0 a. m.

WASHINGTON, HWednesday, April 24, 1872,

The committee met pursuant to adjournment.

Prescnt, the chairman, (Mr. Morton,) Messrs. Rice, Carpenter, Logan, Ilill, Thar-
man, and Anthony.

The clerk read to the commattee an abstract of the testimony relating to the clection
of Mr. Pomeroy contained in the velnme referred to the comwittee.

Mr. Thurman having stated that he was suddenly called home by the illness of his
. son; that he would probably be absent ten daya or two weeks, and that he desired to
be present when this suhject was considered, on motion of the chairman, it was post-
poned antii his (Mr. Thurman’s) return.

WASHINGTUN, Saiturday, May 11, 1872

The committee met an the call of the chairman.
Prescnt, the chairman, (Mr. Mortun,) Messrs. Riov, Carpenter, Logan, Hill, Thur-
man, and Anthony.
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On motion of Mr. Thurman, it was

Resolved, That the chairman of the committee do ask the Senate for leave to sond for
pemsons and papers in reference to the clections of both 1267 and 1571, and that the
committes have leave te git in the vacation, and to take testimony by cithor tha
whole committee or a sub-committee, at Washington or elsewhere ; that in asking for
authority as aforesaid, the chairman be requested to state that the committen expresses
no opinion upon the subjeot.

On motion, the committee adjournei to Monday.

WasHINGTON, Monday, May 13, 1572,

The committee met pursnant to adjournment.

Present, the chairman, (Mr. Morton,) Messrs. Rice, Logan, Hill, Thurinan, and
Anthony. Absent, Mr. Carpenter.

The chairman laid before the committeo the following resolution of the Senale :

“IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES,
“ May 11, 1872.

“ Resolred, That the Commniittee on Privileges and Elections be authorized to investi-
gate the election of Senator S. C. Pomeroy, by the legislature of Kansas, in 1867 ; and the
election of Senator Alexander Caldwell, in 1371; that the committee have power to send
for persous and papers; that thg chairman, or acting chairman, of said committee, or
any sub-committee thereof, have power to administer oaths; and that the committee
be authorized to sit in Washington, or elsewhere, during the session of Congress, and
in vacation.

“ Attest :

“GEO. C. GORHAM,
¢ Secrelary.

* By W. J. McDONALD,
* Chief Clerk.”

On motion of Mr. Logzan, it was ordered: That the witnesses relating to chargoa
against S. C. Pomeroy in the senatorial election of 1367, as shown by the volume of
evidence before the committee, (George A. Reynolds, Joshua Wheeler, I. S. Kalloch,
Williamm Spriggs, D. R. Anthony, and Edward Russell,) be summoned by telegraph to
appe r before this committee forthwith; also, Edmund G. Ross and Thomas Carney ;
that the clerk of the committee notify S. C. Pomeroy thereof, and, if he desires wit-
nesses summoned, that they be also summoned at the same time and in the same
manuer.

On motion of the chairman, the clerk of the commitice was directed to make inquiry
whe is the present custodian of the bocks and papers of the late Perry Faller, of Wash-
ington, D. C., and, if such information cau be had, that the party having possession of
his account-books, check-books, and bank-books for the time between December 1,
1866, and February 1, 1867, be summoned to appear with them.

On motion, the committee adjourued subject to the call of the chairman.

WaAsSHINGTON, D. C., Tuezday, May 21, 1872,

The committee met, upon the call of the chairman, at 9 a. m.

Present, the chairman, (Mr. Morton,) Messrs. Logan, Hill, Thurman, and Anthony.

On motion of the chairman,

Mr. Logan, Mr. Carpenter, and Mr. Thurman were appointed a sub-committoe to
take the testimony of witnesses in this investigation.

Mr. Caldwell appeared, and stated that he was desirous of an early investigation
and dis owition of his case.

Mr. Pomercy appeared.

The following witnesses were coxamined : Edward Russell, D. R. Authony, and
George T. Anthony.

The committee adjourned to meet upon the call of the chairman.

WasHiNGroN, D. C., Thursday, May 23, 1872,

The committes met upon the call of the chairman.
Present, the chairman, (Mr. Morton,) Mosars, Logan, Hill, Thurman, and Anthony.
Abseut, Mr. Carpeuter.
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On motion, it was

Ordered, That the examination of the witnesses in regard to the election of Senator
Alexander Caldwell in 1871 be deforred until the sub-comnittes can visit Kansas for
that purpose.

Messrs. Morton, Hill, and Thurman retired.

The following witnesses were examined by the sub-committes in rezard to the Kan-
aas senatorial election of 1567, Mr. Pomeroy being present, viz: Joshua Wheoler,
Williaan Spriges, Albert H. Horton, John D. Wells, and James B. Abbutt.

The committee adjourncd to meet upen the call of ths chairman.

WasmiNaroN, D. C., Saturday, May 25, 1872.
The sab-committee met upon the call of ths chairman, (Mr. Logan,) to hear testi-
mony.
Present, the chairman of the sub-committee, (Mr. Logan,) and Mr. Anthony. Mr.
Poweroy was also present.
Tho following witnesses were examined : Thomas Carney and William A. Phillips.
The sub-connnittee adjourned to mest-on the call ot the chairman. »

WASHINGTON D. C., Monday, May 27, 1872.

The sub-committee met upon the call of the chairman, (Mr. Logan.)

Present, the chairman, ( Mr. Logan,) and Mr. Anthony. Mr. Pomeroy was also
present.

The following witnesses were examined : Hon. Edmund G. Ross and L. S. Kalloch.

The sub-committee adjourned.

WASHINGTON, D. C., Tuesday, May 23, 1872.
Present, the chairman of the sub-cornmittee, (Mr. Logan,) and Mr. Anthony. Mr.
Pomeroy was also present. .
The following witnesses were examined: Charles W. Nelson, Daniel S. Finu, W. F.
Downs, Siduey Clarke, and S. C. Poweroy.
The sub-committee adjourned.

WASHINGTON, D. C., Wednesday, May 29, 1872.

The committee met pursuant to the call of the chairman.

Present, the chairman, (Mr. Morton,) Mr. Logan, Mr. Hill, and Mr. Authony.

On motion of the chairnan, the chairman of the sub-comthittee, Mr. Logan, was re-
quested to prepare a report upon the evidence taken concerning the election of 8. C.
Pomeroy in 1567.

The chairman, Mr. Hill, and Mr. Anthouy withdrew.

The following witnesses were examined : John A, Martin and Jacob Stotler.

WasHINGTON, D. C., Tucsday, May 21, 1373,
EpwaRrp RUSSELL sworn and examined.

By Mr. LoGgan:

Question. Give yoar name, age, residence, and ocenpation.—Answer. Edward Rus-
sell ; thirty-nine years; Leavenworth City, Kansas; conveyancer.

By Mr. THURMAN :

Q. How long have you resided in Kansa, !—A. Fifteen or snixteen years; I forget
which. 1 went there in 1856,

Q. What part of Kansas have you resided in 1—A. I resided first in Doniphan County
for several ycars. Since then in Leavenworth City.

Q. Are you acquainted with Senator Pomeroy ¥—A. I am.

Q. How long have you known him '—A. About fourteen years.
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Q. On what terms have you been with hin 7—A. Friendly, for auglt that 1 know.
Politically, we have not always just jibed.

Q. Did you ever have any conversation with him in relation to his election in 1867 ¥—
A. I had, with reference to the senatorial ; not with reference to his own.

Q. Who were clected at that election 1—A. 8. C. Pomeroy aud E. G. Ross.

Q. Who were the opposing candidates *—A. Thomas Carney was one, A. L. Lee was
another, J. S. Kalloch was another. Those were the principal ones. I have forgotten
them now.

Q. Were they all of the same political party T—A. Yes, sir.

Q. Were the candidates elected who were nominated in cancus ?—A. No, wsir; it is
my recollection that there was not any ciucas held.

Q. Was Senator Pomeroy elected on the first or second hallot, or were there more
votes than one?—A. My recollection is that they voted first. in separate session, a$
which there was no election, and they then came into joint session, and at the first vote
in joint session he was elected.

Q. Who was voted for against Senator Pomeroy?7—A. A. L. Lee, if T recollect cor-
rectly.

Q. Who was voted for against Mr. Ross?—A. Thomas Carney.

Q. Did I nnderstand you to say that you had a conversation with Seaator Pomeroy
in rel~tion to that election 1—A. I haul.

Q. Where was it ?—A. In his rooms at the hotel.

Q. In what place?'—A. In Topeka.

Q. That is the seat of Government, where the election was held ?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. When was that conversation 7—A. I had several conversations with him concern-
ing the matter, and they were held prior to the joint convention—a part of them prios
to any votes being cast, I believe, at all.

Q. Now begin aud state those conversations, beginning with the first and going
straight on in your own langnage, distinguishing one conversation from another.
What was the first conversation ! Where wax it 7—A. Perhaps, to make it clearer and
show on what side I was, I will state that I was myself personally a supporter of A
L. Lee, doing winat 1 could to secure his election. I went first to Senator Pomeroy to
sce whether I could maks any arrangement with him by which I could secure the elec-
tion of Mr. Lee. What passed I don’t remember; I only know that my attempts were
futile, and before the election was held it was a self-evident proposition that Senator
Pomeroy would be elected. That was conceded by all before we went into joint con-
vention. In the course of a conversation with him on one ocecasion—what exactly
passed I don’t remember; I did not impress my mind with it at all; having been in
other things since 1 have not thonght about it, only one remark I think of about that,
and that was this: he said, ¢ I have expended a fortune to defeat Thomas Carney.”

Q. “I have expended a fortune ! ”’—A. Yes, sir.  Now whether that was just before,
or just exactly what time it was, I don’t remember.

Q. Just before what I—A. I think that was the uight preceding the joint convention,
but I am not positive.

Q. At what place in Tapcka was that 2—A. At the hotel where he had his rooms.

Q. Was it in his room !—A. Yes, sir.

Q. Were any other persons than you and he present !—A. Not in: that room. I don’t
remember whether any one was in the adjoining one or not.  Perry Fuller may have
been in the adjoiuing room, but I am not sure that he was.

Q. Did he show you anything at that time as evidence that he had expended a for-
tune?—A. He did not.

Q. Did he have a check-hook there '—A. There was abook lying on the table, perhaps
as far off as that stand—six or eight feet.

Q. What about it I—A. I judged from its gencral appearance that it was a check-
book. I could not say that it was.

Q. Did he make any observations about it ¥—A. No; he simply, as he spoke, pointed
at that.

Q. Pointed at that check-book —A. Yes, sir.

Q. Did you sce Perry Fuller thiere !—A. I did.

Q. At what hotel did Mr. Pomeroy have his quarters; what was the name of the
hotel ¥—A. I believe it was the Capitol House.

Q. At what hotel did Perry Fu‘ler have his headquarters —A. I dou't know, but
suppose he was in the same building.

Q. For whom was Perry Fuller at work ! For anyhody 1—A. E. G. Rosx,

Q. Was l'e favorable or unfavorable to the clection of Mr. Pomeroy #—A. 1 never
heard him say whether he was or not.

Q. Do you know of any consultations between him and Pomeroy 1—A. T only saw
him in Mr. Pomeroy’s room on several occasions when I was in there.  Further than
that I do not know about it.

Q. You do not know what was the connection between thom '—A. Well, neither of
them ever told me that there was any connection between them.
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Q. State generally what Perry Fuller was doing there.—A. He was doing all he
could to elect E. G. Ross.

Q. You say it was admitted on all hands that Pomeroy would be elected ¥—A. Yos,
sir ; it was.

Q. How long did that contest continue before the election; how long bLefore the
election did the parties and their friends come on the ground I—A. They came on the
ground as soon as the legislature met, which was, I think, some two weeks preceding.

Q. Was Perry Fuller there from the lirst 7—A. Yes, sir.

Q. From the first was there any doubt as to Pomeroy’s election 1—A. I thought
there was in the outset.

Q. You thought there wast—A. He was the leading candidate fromn the outset.

Q. Who was thought most likely to beat him if he weré beaten at all ?— A. There
were so many contingencies upon which that would be based, it would be almost im-
possible to answer.  The two leading candidates against him were Carney and Lee.

Q. Do you know ot Mr. P'omeroy expending any money in that contest?—A. I de
not.

Q. Do you know of his using any improper meaus to secure his nomination and elec-
tion T—A. No, sir.

Q. You say there was no nowmination ?—A. No cauncus nomination of the party
at all.

Q. It went right throngh the legislature 2—A. Yes, sir ; a serub race.

N Q. You have ne personal kuowledge of his expending any money in it at all 2—A.
0, 8Ir.
Q. Nor any other valuable thing #—A. No, sir.
Q. Do you know of any promise of oftice or anything of the kind ’—A. I do not.

iy Mr. LoGaN : .

Q. Did Mr. Carney reecive any votes at all when Mr, Pomeroy was elected ?¥—A. I do
not renember ; but my recollection is that he did not. It he did it was a scattering
vote.

Q. [Submitting ¢ Senate journal of the legislative assembly of the State of Kansas,
begun and held at Topeka, on Tuesday, January 3, 1367, published by authority.”] Is
that the journal of the senate, and do pages 163 to 173 show the record of that clec-
tion1—A. Yes, sir.

Mr. LoGgax. In connection vith the evidence of this witness, I think # is proper
that the record of this election in the senate journal of the legislature of Kansas should
go upon our record.  [Tie extract from the document referred to will be found at the
end of the testimony of this witness. )

By the CnairMmax, (Mr. MORTON:)

Q. If I understand yon, Lee was the candidate against Pomeroy, and Carney against
Ross 1—A. Yes, sir; upon the final vote.

Mr. LoGax. The record shows that on the final vote Honorable S. C. Pomeroy
reccived eighty-four votes and Honorable A. L. Lee received twenty-five votes.

By Mr. THURMAN: o

Q. Mr. Russell, do you know of any friend of Mr. Pomeroy expending any money or
other valuable thing in that election ¥—A. No, sir; 1 do not.

By Mr. ToMEROY :

Q. There is only one thing to which I would like to call the attention of Mr. Rus-
sell.  In this report of the investigating comnmittee of the Kansas legislature I find
that a question was asked you in regard to this same conversation of which you speak
now, and you fay, “ It was in the night; about midnight.” You were asked then, “Was
Carney a candidate against Pomeroy 1’ You answer, “ He waa.”—A. They have mixed
up that testimony a little.

Mr, PoMEROY. I thought it was a mere slip of the tongue.

The WiTNESs. It is not published exactly as the testimony was read to me after I
gave it, and just how they have changed it I do not know.

Q. The testimeny hera 18 not just as you gave it.—~A. No, sir; I think not. I think
there is a littl: variance. Of course at the time of that conversation with yon, I know
that Carney was not a candidate against you. I know that was a fact at that time.

Q. I see that you are here made to say that he was.—A. Ho was not. :

Q. They asked you it you saw “ Perry Fuller with Pomeroy,” and you said your im-
pression was *“ that they occupied rooms together or adjoining.” Is that your present
recollection —A. Yes, sir. .

By Mr. THURMAN:

Q. You wereasked, “ Do you know anything abiont Perry Fuller's connection with the
senatorial election of 18671 If o, state all you know in that regard ; what you saw
him do.—A. I kuow he was in very frequent conversation with Senator Pomeroy. My
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impression is that they occupicd roonis together, or adjacent to cach other, and in

inz into Pomeroy’s room both day and night, at almost all hours, I found Perry
Fuller there, and in consuitation with Senator Pomeroy. On onc or two oceasions [
saw him take what, from its gencral appearance, seemed to be a check-book, and
deliver it to some one in my presence and the presence of - -nator Pomeroy. Q.
When, with reference to the election of Senators Ponceroy and Ruoss, were those con-
sultations and this check drawn ?—A. Before the election of either of them” What
Lhave yon to say on that subject now £ Is that correct 7—A. That is substantially cor-
rcet. I saw them there together. I never heard any part of their conversations, and
80 I dou’t know what passed between them. Asx I said before, I was not a supporter of
Sen:tor Pomeroy, and conscquently I was not in his room a great deal; but 1 was
ther: sometimes, and I met him (Fuller) there frequently. I was there in the day-time
and night-time and I was there at various hours of the night. My recollection of the
reoms, without being there sufliciently tofix it positively, is that 1 talked with Senator
Pomeroy there, and that he had two roows shere; that those were bis rooms; and I
saw Perry Fuller pass from one room to the other; and I have an indistinct recollec-
tion of seeing FPerry Fuller going to bed on a lounge in one of the rooms, and from
that I inferred that they wers rooming together. But I have been told by parties who
wera better informed about it that I was mistaken about that. 1 have been told so
Dby parties whose opportunities were better than mine for knowing.

Q. What about tll:e check-book that you spoke of in this testimony *—A. 1 saw Perry
Faller take a check-lwok—not the same one; at least, I do not remember that particu-
larly—I saw Perry Fuller take a check-book and write in it what scemed to be a
check and tear it out and hand it to a party or parties.

Q. To whom !—A. I do not remcmber.

Q. Was it a member of the legislature or not ?—A. That I can’t say. I should be
inclined to think it was not a member of the legislature.

Q. Was that done in Mr. Pomeroy’as presence ¥—A. Yes, sir.

Q. Was Perry Fuller a man doing a';arge business !—A. He was supposed to be.

Q. What was his business ¥—A. At that time he was running a store—I think a
wholesale stove—at Lawrence. He was dealing ; he perhaps had a store down in the
Indian country ; I do mnot know about that, but he was supposed to be a man dealing
in Indian coutracts.

Q. Was he an Indian trader—a licensed Indian trader I—A. No. gir. I do not think
he was; not so far as I know ; but he was a man bidding on Indian contracts.

Q. Contracts to supply the Indians with goods and merchandise !—A. Yes, sir; at
least that was the general reputation.

Q. Was he a man of wealth I—A. He was,at that time, supposed to be a wealthy
man.

Q. How long had he been engaged in the Indian trade prier to 1367 '—A. T think
ever since about 1860. Of my knowledge, my positive knowledge, I do not know of
his having been in the Indian trade longer than since 1363.

Q. Where did Perry Fuller come from when homoved to Kansas '—A. I do not know.

Q. Do you know any person who could give any information on the suinject of this
investigation 1—A. I do notknow of anyhody other than what you have already sum-
moned.

Q. Do you know or think of*anything more material to this investigation?! If so,
state it.—A. I lo net.

[‘The testimony having heen read over to the witness, he adds: ] By saying in refer-
cnc: to the check-book that I saw Perry Fuller write in, “not the same one,” I mean
not the same one referred to in the fonmer portion of my testimouny.

The following is the extract from “ Senate Journal of the Legislative Assembly of
the State of Kansas, begun and held at Topeka on Monday, January 8, A. . 1867 ;
pullished by authority, Leavenworth, Kansas. Clarke, Emery & Co., printers to the
State : 1867,” pp. 168-174, submitted by Mr. Logan iu the examination of Edward
Russell :

JOINT CONVENTION FOR THE ELECTION OF UNITED STATES SENATORS,

HaLL OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Topeka, January 23, 1867, 12 o'clock m.

Tursuant to the provisions of the act of Congress in reference to the clection of
Un:ted States Senators, approved July 25, 1366, the members of the two houses of the
log slature met in joint convention for the election of United States Senators, in the
hall of the house of representatives, at 12 m., on Wedusesday, January 2, i367,

Lieutenant Governor Greon in the cliair.

The roll of the senate wus called by the secretary of the sonat..

The following senators were present and answered to their t.ames:

Mesers. Abbott, Blakely, Clarke, Cuoper, Dodge, Emmert, Fisher, Foster, Graham,

L
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Green, Haas, Harvey, Lowe, Maxon, McFarland, Price, Riggs, Rogers, Scott, Sharp,
Simpson, Underhill, Veale, Wiley, Wood ;

Being a quorum of the senate.

The roll of the house of representatives was called by the chief elerk.

The following members wero present and answered to their names:

Messrs. Allen, Barker, Booth, George W. Bowman, William Bowman, Brandley,
Bryant, Butts, Clark, Cloyce, Collins, Columbia, Counnor, Crocker, Draper, Dugan,

istep, Evans, Faulkner, Finn, Flickinger, Gates, J. K. Goodin, J. R. Goodin, Gregory,
Hamby, Ilannon, Hannum, Harmon, Harper, Hindman, Hollenberg, Huffinan, Jaquith,
E. J. Jenkius, R. W. Jenkius, Jewett, A. Johnson, F. M. Johnson, Kendall, L. Kennedy,
T. H. Kennedy, Kibbe, Killen, Killen, Knight, Lane, Lecompte, Lindsay, Loomis, Liuce,
Lyon, Manlove, May, McIntosh, Miller, Mobley, Moore, Oliver, Paliner, C. E. Parker,
W. R. Parker, Power, Przybylowicz, Robb, Rogers, Rupe, Sheldon, Spencer, Spillman,
Sponable, Stover, C. H. Thompson, G. W. Thompson, Throckmorton, Travis, Tucker,
Turner, Updegraft, Venard, Way, Wells, Willis, Wilson, Mr. Speaker ;
. Being a quorum of the house.

Representative J. R. Goodin oftered the following resolution :

Resolred, 'T'hat all persons be excluded from this hall except members aud oflicers ot
the legislature, ladies, State otticers, and reporters for the press.

The yeas and nays were had, and were as follows: Yeas, 77 ; nays, 30.

Senators voting in the affirmative wore: Messrs. Abbott, Blakely, Cooper, Emnert,
Fisher Foster, Haas, Maxon, Price, Riggs, Rogers, Scott, Sharp, Simpson, Underhill.

Representatives voting in the affirmative were: Messrs. Ali}len, Barker, Goorge W.
Bowman, William Bowman, Brandley, Cloyce, Collins, Columbia, Connor, Crockor,
Draper, Dugan, Estep, Evans, Finn, Flickinger, Gates, J. R. Goodin, Gregory, Hamby,
Hannum, Harmon, Harper, Hindman, Huftman, Jaquith, E. J. Jenkins, A. Johuson, F.
M. Johnson, Kendall, L. Kennedy, T. H. Kennedy, Killen, Knight, Lane, Lecompte,
Lindsay, Lyon, Manlove, May. Miller, Moore, Palmer, C. E. Parker, W. R. Parker,
Power, Przybylowicz, Robb, Rogers, Sheldon, Spencer, Spillman, C. H, Thompson, C.
gf. T‘lilompson, Throckmorton, Travis, Turner, Updegratf, Way, Willis, Wilson, Mr.

peaker. '

Senators voting in the negative were: Messrs, Clarke, Dodge, Graham, Greon, Har-
vey, Lowe, McFarland, Veale, Wiley, Wood.

Representatives voting in the nexafive wero: Messrs. Byoth, Bryant, Batts, Clark,
Faulkner, J. K. Goodin, Hannon, H.!icnberg, R. W. Jenkins, Jewitt, Kibbe, Loomis,
Luce, McIntosh, Mobley, Rupe, Spouable, Stover, Tucker, Venard, Wells.

And so the resolution was adopted. ,

The journal of the senate of yesterday in reference to the election of United States
Senators was read by the secretary of the senate.

The journal of the house of representatives of yesterday in reference to the election
-of United States Senators was read by the chief clerk of the house.

It appearing from the journals of the two houses that no person received a majority
of the votes of each house of the legislature for United States Senator on yesterday, the
chairman announced that the election of Senators was now in order.

Senator Emmert offered the following resolution:

Resolved, That the joint convention do now proceed to the election of two United
States Senators in the following order, to wit: first, for the long term, heginning oun
the 4th of Marech next, and immediately thereafter to fill the vacancy occasioned by
the death of Hon. J. H. Lane ;

And the question being on the adoption of the resolution,

The yeas.and nays were had, and were as follows: - Yeas, 103; nays, 1.

Senators voting in the affirmative were: Messra. Abbott, Blakely, Clarke, Coopor,
Dodge, Emmert, Fisher, Foster, Graham, Green, Haas, Harvey, Lowe, Maxon, McFar-
land, Price, Riggs, Kogers, Scott, Sharp, Simpson, Underhill, Veale, Wiley, Wood.

Represcntatives voting in the affirmative were: Messrs, Allen, Barker, Booth, George
W. Bowman, Williain Bowman, Bradley, Bryant, Batts, Clark, Cloyce, Collins, Colum-
bia, Conner, Crocker, Draper, Dugan, Estap, Evans, Faulkner, Finn, Flickinger, Gates,
J. K. Goodin, J. R. Goodin, Gregory, Hamby, Hannon, Harmon, Harper, Hindman, Hol-
lenberg, Haffinan, Jaquith, E. J. Jenkins, R. W. Jenkins, Jewitt, A. Johnson, F, M.
Johnson, Kendall, L. Kennedy, T. H. Kennedy, Kibbse, Kiilen, Lane, Lecompte, Lind-
say, Loomis, Luce, L.yon, Maulove, May, McIntosh, Miller, Mobley, Moore, Oliver, Pal-
mer, C. E. Parker, W. R. Parker, Power, Przybylowicz, Robb, Rogers, Rupe, Sheldon,
Spencer, 8pillman, $ponable, Stover, C. H. Thompson, G. W. Thompson, Throckmor-
gon, "{l‘mvis, Tucker, Turner, Updegraff, Venard, Way, Wells, Willis, Wilson, Mr.

Speaker.

lRepresent;ative Knight voted in the negative.

And so the resolution was adopted.

Senator Emmert nominated Hon. 8. C. Pomeroy for United States Ssuator for the
term of six years, commencing March 4, 1867.

Representative E. J, Jenkins nominated Hon. A. L. Lee.
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Senator Wood nominated Hon. D. R. Anthony.

‘The roll was called, with the following resnlt:

Hon. 8. C. Pomeroy received 84 votes.

Hou. A. L. Les received 25 votes,

Senators voting for Hou. S. C. Pomeroy were:  Messrx. Ahbott, Cooper, Dodge, Em-
mert, Fisier, Green, Lowe, Maxson, Price, Riges, Rogers, Scott, Skarp, Simpson, Un-
derhill, Veale, Wiley, Woad.

Representatives voting for Hon. 8. C. Pomeroy were: Messrs, Allen, Barker, Booth,
George W. Bowman, Williim Bowmar, Bryant, Butis, Clark, Cloyee, Columbia,
Crocker, Draper, Iugan, Estep, Faulkner, Finn, Gates, ). K. Goodin, J. R. Goodin,
Gregory, Hamby, Hannon, Haunum, Harmon, Harper, Hindman, Huffinan, Jaquith,
R, W, Jenkins, AL Johuson, F. M. Johnson, Xendall, L. Kennedy, T. H. Kennedy,
Kibbe, Killen, Knight, Lane, Lecompte, Lindsay, Loomis, Luce, Lyon, Manlove, May,
Miller, Moore, Oliver, Palmer, Power, Przvbylowicz, Robb, Rogers, Rupe, Sheldon,
Spencer, Sponable, . H. Thompson, G. W. Thompson, Throckmorton, Tri.vis, Tucker,
Updegrafl, Venard, Way, Wells, Wilson.

Senators voting for Hon, AL L. Les were: Messrs. Blakely, Clarke, Foster, Grahaw,
Haas, Harvey, McFarland.

Representatives voting for Hon. A, L. Lee were: Messrs, Brandley, Collins, Connor,
Evans, Flickinger, Hollenberg, E. J. Jenking, Mclntosh, Mobley, C. E. Parker, W. R.
Parker, Robb, Spillman, Stover, Turner, Willis, Mr. Speaker.

And Hon. S. C. Pomeroy, having received a majority of all the votes cast, was de-
clared duly elected United States Senator for the term of six years, commeucing
March 3, 1567,

Senator Green nominated Hon. E. G, Ross for United States Senator to fill the va-
cancy occasioned by the death of Hon, Jawmes H. Lane.

Representative Allen nominated Hon. Thomas Carney.

The roll was ealled, with the following result :

Hon. E. G. Ross received 68 votes.

Houn. Thomas Carney received 40 votes.

Houn. Samuel A Riggs received 1 vote.

Senators voting for Hon I G Ross were: Mesrss. Abbott. Blakely, Dodge, Em-
mert, Fisher, Graham, Green, Harvey, Lowe, Maxson, Price, Riggs, Scott, Sharp, Simp-
son, Underhill, Veale.

Representatives voting for Hon. E. G. Ross were: Messrs. Booth, Geo. W, Bowman,
Wm. Bowman, Biandley, Bryant, Clark, Cloyce. Columbia, Conner, Crocker, Draper,
Estep, Finn, Gates, J. K. Goodin, Gregory, Hamby, Haunum, Harinou, Hindman, Huft-
man, Jaquith, R. W. Jenkins, A. Johuson, Kendall, T. H. Kennedy, Kibbe, Killen, Lane,
Lindsay, Luce, Lyon, Manlove, May, MclIntosh, Miller, Mobley, Palmer, C. E. Parker,
W. R. Parker, Rupe, Spencer, Stover, G. W. Thompson, Throckmorton, Tucker, Upde-
graft, Way, Willis, Wilson, Mr. Speaker.

Senators voting for Hon. Thomas Carney were : Messrs. Clarke, Cooper, Foster, Haas,
McFarlaund, Rogers, Wiley, Woodl.

Representatives voting for Hon. Thomas Carney were : Messrs. Allen, Barker, Butts,
Ccllins, Dugan, Evans, Faulkuer, Flickinger, J. R. Goodin, Hannon, Harper, Hollen-
berg, E. J. Jenkins, Jewitt, F. M. Johnson, L. Kennedy, Knight, Lecompte, Loomis,
Moore, Oliver, Power, Przybylowicz, Robb, Rogers, Sheldon, Spillman, C. H. Thompson,
Travis, Turner, Venard, Welis.

Representative Sponable voted for Hon. Samue! A. Riggs.

And Hon. E. G. Ross having reccived a majority of all the votes cast, was declared
daly elected United States Senator to fill the vacancy occasioned by the death of Hon.
James H. Lane. )

Senator Emmert moved that the joint convention adjourn.

Which motion prevailed and the joint convention adjourned.

WasmiNGTON, D. C., Tucaday, May 21, 1572,
D. R. ANTHOXY sworn and examined.

By Mr. THURMAN:
Question. What is your age, residence and occupation f—Answer. Age forty-sever ;
reilidence, Leavenworth, Kausas; editor.
Q. How long have you resided in Kansas t—A. Fourteen years.
Q. Whero havo you resided during that time?—A. Leavenworth,
Q. Were you at Topeka at any time during the senatorial canvass of 1567 '—A. L

Q. About what time wore you there 1—A. In the month of January.
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Q. How long betore the election did you go there?—A. 1 think, one or two wooks.

Q. Were you a candidate for the Senate at that election 7—A. I was uot.

Q. Were you working for anybody 7—A. I think I favored the election of Mr. Pome-
roy, and I think Mr. Ross. I can state it more properly by saying [ was for Mr. Pome-
roy¥, and anybaody to beat Mr. Carney.

9. Do yon knew of any money or other valuable thing being used in that eloction
by either of the candidates?—A. I do not of my own personal knowledge. The only
money 1 knew of was what was told me by Perry Fuller, of checks that he had paid
for Mr. Ross’s election.

Q. Did you have any conversation with Senator Pomeroy at or about the time of
that election in regard to the use of money —A. 1 did.

Q. What was it !—A. I can only state my recollection of the substance of that con-
versation. I had many conversations with him.

Mr. TuivrMaN. Well, sir, state that.

The WirNEss. Do yvou desire me to state everything that I can recolleet ?

Mr. TuvrMaN. Yes: all yo.rconversations with Mr. Pomeroy in regard to that eloo-
tion.

A. The most important part of the conversation as applying directly to this matter
was that Mr. Carney was there with mouney ; that

Q. Who gaid that #—A. That was the talk with Mr. Pomeroy and myself and all—
that he was using money in the election; that he was not identified with the party as
a party man; not a believer in its principles, or an advocate of its principles ; and that
men who voted for him would be charged with voting becaunse they were paid for it;
that Mr. Pomeroy had the advantage of Mr. Carney in this, that he was believed to be
of the party and with the party, and that the people naturally sapported him, and did
support him. i

Q. That he was believed to be with the party 1—A. Yes, sir ; Mr. Pomeroy was ; that
it was casting Mr. Caruey a great deal of money ; that it was not costing him near as
much, although it cost him some money. That is about the substauce of the converaa-
tion as it would affect the question of bribery and corruption. I heard of men that
were bought at that time, but 1 have not now the recollection of a single man or name.
Indeed, the names——

Q. By whom was it said that these members were bribed—by which side ¥—A. I¢
was said that money was used on all sides, but very little money was used by Mr.
Pomeroy ; that quite a good deal was used by Mr. Ross—Mr. Ross’s agent, Mr. Perry
Fuller. He told me he had paid elevea or twelve thousand dollars, and he showed me
his check-book. He told me the names of those he had paid it to. Heo showed me the
stub-book by which he paid it out.

Q. Did he show you any he paid out for electing Mr. Pomeroy '—A. No, sir; he was
using his money principally for Mr. Ross.

Q. Did Mr. Pomercy speak to you about using money !—A. Yes, sir; he did. He
said it cost him a good deal.

Q. Did he say how it cest him—what use he had mmade of the money —A. My recol-
lection now of what he stated is that it was his hotel bills that cost him the most—
some thousands of dollars.

Q. That his hotel bill had cost him some thousands of dollars 7—A. Yes, sir; ala
amount ; his Lotel bill was the principal item. I never inquired or asked whether
they were buying men, or who were hought.

Q. Did he explain how his hotel bill came to cost him so much money —A. I think
he said he was paying the bills of his friends who were there at the hotel.

Q- He did not treat any, did he ¥—A. I guess he did. I always thought the Senator
played the dodge on that; he got John Martin to furnish the whisky, and I alwa
supposedlﬂmt he paid the bills, although ¥ could not swear to that; it was done quietly
at one side.

By Mr. POMEROY :
Q. Mr. Anthony does not mean to say that any was drunk in iy presence '—A. O,

no. I cnuld swear that 1 was invited by Colonel Martin several times, and very good
liquors they were.

By Mr. THURMAN :

Q. What was the political complexion of that legislature—how many repunblicans
and how many democrats I—A. It is a mere question of memory. I think twenty or
twenty-five demeocrats out of about one hundred members of hoth branches,

Q. For whom did the deinocrats vote in the election when Mr. Poucroy was clocted ¥
—A. Some of them voted for him.

Q. And some for Carney *—A. Yes; for Lee, and some for Carney ; Carney, Loe, ani
Ross, I thiuk.

By Mr. LoGgan: .
Q. That was in Mr. Ro:s's clection; but in Mr. Pomcroy's election the journal scoms
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to rRhow that there were only votes for Lee and Pomeroy '—A. O, yex: that was on the
first ballot—on the ballot for the long term.

By Mr. TuveMax:

Q. Was Lee a republican also ?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. They were both republicaus: there was no democratic eandidate '—A. None.

Q. Were there a good many friends of PPomeroy there 7—A. Yes sir: a large number
of his friends.

Q. Can you state the names of any of them !—A. I ought to know five hundred of
them, but you ask me and I cannot name them.  The man that 1 recollect most by
seeing him about the room was George Aithony ; there was John A. Martin and Judge
Horton.

Q. As bhetween Lee and Pomeroy, who did Perry Fuller favor 7—A. He favored
Pomeroy, 1 should say. That is only an impression, however.

Q. What was Perry Fuller'’s business {—A. Govermnent contractor.

Q. For what !—A. Indian ~ontracts.

Q. For supplies to the Indians 7—A. Yes, sir.

Q. Treaty goods !—A. Yes, sir.

Q. How long had he been engaged in that business before this election in 15367 1—A.
Six, eight, or ten years.

. Q. In what part of Kansas did helive!—A. I think at that tiine he lived in Wash-
ington.

Q. Where is that I—A. It is here—this city.

Q. He did not live in Kansas f—A. I thiuk not. He has lived in Ottawa and in the
Indian country.

Q. He did not clafin to be a citizen of Kansas ?—A. He did live in Lawrence for
a while : I do not know but he lived in Lawrence then.

Q. Where did Mr. Pomeroy then live !—A. At Atchison.

Q. Do you know of Mr. Pomeroy using any money or other valuable thing to secure
his election to the Scnate, or to obtain votes '—A. I do not.

Q- Do you know of any person who, as a friend of his, or who was in communica-
‘liion with him, using any money or other valuable thing to get votes for him '—A. I

o not.

Q. Is there any matter that occurs to yourself conrected with that election that is
material to this inquiry? If there is, state nnything that you have not already
stated.—A. 1 couid vot state anything, except my belief ; that w.nuld not be evidence,
I understand.

Q. You can state the facts upon which you found your belief.—A. The memory of
that whole thing has gone from me to a great extent ; so much so, that I conld not
state to-day the names of five members of that legislature, and probably I kuew three-
fourths of them.

Q. At what time was that legislature elected ?—A. Eleeted in the Nevember pre-
ceding that January.

Q. November, 17366 ?—A. Yes, ~ir,

Q. Before the clection of that I gislature, was it understood that Mr. Pomeroy would
be a candidate for the Senate 7—A. It was.

Q. Was that discussed among the people before the clection of that legisluture as
to Mr. Pomeroy’s chance to be elected —A. The belief was that he would be elected.

Q. Do you know of the use of money or any va'nable thing, or promise of office or
contracta by Mr. I'omeroy, or any confidential or intimate friend of his, Lefore tho
election of members of the legislature, to intfluence the election of members 1—A. Well,
as I said before,” tho memory has faded out and goune. I cannot say that I can re-
member it.

Q. Do you know of the use of money or other valuable thing, or promise of office or
contracts after the clection of membiers, and before the assembling of the legislature 1—
A. Ido not.

Q. Who were the leading members of the legislature favoring the election of Mr.
Pomeroy 1—A. Well, sir, I cannot name a man now. If I think amoment I may ; our
own members—the members from our own county.

Q. Think a wmoment, aud name any leading and influential members in favor of
Pomeroy’s election. ;

M:. PoMERoY. If you will give him a list of the names ho ean tell.

The WiTNEsSx. If you will give ine a list of the names I can tell you very quickly.

Mr. LoGaN. The senate journal shows that the senators present were Messrs, Abbott,
Blakely, Clarke, Coaper, Dodge, Emmert, Fisher, Foster, Graham, Green, Haas, Harvey,
Towe, Maxson, McFarland, Price, Riggs, Rogers, Scott, Sharp, Simpson, Underhill,
Veale, Wiley, Woaod,

The WiTNEsSS. The majority of them favored Mr. Pomeroy @ twelve or thirteen, I
think. ‘Is not McFarland amoung that list of senators?

Mr, LoGAaN. Yes, sir, J
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The WiTNESS. McFarland was a democrat.

Mr. Locax. He voted for Lee, not for Pomeroy.

The Wirxes<. I recollect that he did not.  He agreed to vote for Mz Pomeroy.  He
was the only man 1 talked with.

Mr. LoGax. Blakely, Clarke, Foster. Granam, Haas, Harvey, and MeFarland voted
for Lec.—A. Yes, sir.

By Mr. THvRMAN:

Q. Do you remember any in the house of representatives who were active for him?

Mr. Loc.aN. I will read the list of members of the house voting for Mr. Pomeroy: Allen,
Barber, Booth, George W. Bowman, William Bowman, Bryant, Buits, Clark, Cloycs,
Columbia, Crocker. Draper, Dugan, Estep, Faulkner, Finn, Gates, J. K. Goodin, J. R.
Goodin, Gregory, Hamby, Hannon, Hannuns,Harmon, Harper, Hindman, Huffinan, Jac-
quith, R. W. Jenking, A. Johnson, ¥. M. Johnson, Kendall, L. Kennedy, T. H. Kennedy,
Kibley, Ki'len, Knight, Lane, Lecompte, Lindsay, Loomis, Luce, Lyon, Manlove, May,
Miller, Moore, Oliver, Palmer, Fower, Przybylowicz, Robb, Rogers, Rupe, Sheldon,
Spencer, Spoaable, C. lI. Thompson, G. W. Thompson, Throckmorton, Travis, Tucker,
Updegraff, Venard, Way, Wells, Wilson.

By Mr. THURMAN:

Q. Do you recollect now any of those members of the House of Representatives as
having been active for Pomeroy '—A. O, yes; a large number of them ; prominent
men there.

Q. As active for him f—A. Yes, sir; Manlove, Columbia, and those men.

Q. Do you know whether any members of the house or senate who vored for Mr.
Pomeroy were afterward appointed to office under the Federai Government ?—A. [
recollect one there, a Mr. Palmer, who was made afterward or was then an Indian
agent for the Pottawatomies.

Q. Did he vote for Mr. Pomeroy '—A. Yes, sir.

Q. You do not know whether his appointment was before or after the vote for Mr.
Pomeroy —A. No, sir. The only man in the whole list that I recollect talking with
myself was Mr. McFarland, and he voted against Pomeroy.

Q. Do you know any other who was appointed I—A. I rather think Manlove was
afterward appointed postmaster at Fort Scott. I think it was after.

Q. How long after 7—A. I do not know.

Q. On whose recommendation ?—A. I do not know. I only know he was afterward
postmaster at Fort Scott.

Q. Do you think of any others ?—A. If I read them over I could tell, perhaps.

Q. Will you look over thein? [Saubmitting the senate journal above mentioned.]—
A. Mr. Abbott has held an oftice—Indian agent.

Q. When was Mr. Abbott appointed Indian agent I—A. I cannot say. I think he
was an Indian agent at that time. It occurs to me that he resigned his Indian agency
after he was elected, as there was some difticulty about his being an Indian agent and
in the scnate at the same time. I may be mistaken about that.

Q. After the election was he re-appointed to Liis Indian agency ¥—A. If I am correct,
he was, if he was the man.

Q. How long did he hold that ageacy ?—A. Some time—a year or two.

- Q. Is he alive now ?*—A. Yey, sir, he i2; he is here in this city.

Q. Go on.—A. Mr. Emmert held an oftice—either register or receiver of the land-
office.

Q. Before or after that election 7—A. 1 cannot say.

Q. Where 1—AL At ilumboldt.

Q. You cannot say whether it was hefore or afterward ¥—A. No, sir,

Q. Under the constitution of Kansas, is a United States officer eligivle to be a mem-
ber of the legislature '—A. Hoe is not.

Q. Then he was not in the land-oilice at that time?—A. He was not.

Q. Was he afterward 7—A. He was afterward.

Q. About how long afier that election T—A. I cannot =ay.

Q. Go on to the next.—A. Mr. Lowe—my recollection is that he voted for Mr. Pome-
roy. He afterward held the oftice of mail-agent for a fow months,

Q. When did he hold that oflice—how loug after ¥—A. I cannot say ; I have no ro-
collection of the date. . ‘

Q. Go an.—A. Mr. Maxon has held an office. I think he was ir the land-oflice—
either receiver or register.

Q. How loug after the clection was he appointed '—A. T cannot tell.

Q. Go on to the next.—A. There are none of the rest ef them that [ recollect about
thase are all the senators.  The only man that I secured for Pomneroy was John Jan-
non,

Q. That you seenred —A. Yes, sir; throngh wy influence I got bhim to vote for Pom-
eroy. e was u democrat.
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Q. He drank some of Murtin’s whisky ¥—A. I presume he did. We didn’t call that
Martin’s whisky, we called it Pomeroy’s whisky. I do not see any of these represonta-
tives that I recollect now of holding an oftico.

Q. Do you know whether any one of those gentlemen who wero appointed to office,
as you have stated, or held oftice, were appointed on the recommendation of Mr. Pom-
eroy 1—A. I do not.

Q. Do you know whether any promise was made to any of them, that if they voted
for Mr. Pomeroy they should be appointed to any office 7—A. I do not.

Q. Do you know if any of thuse gentlemen who voted for Mr. Pomeroy were 1—A.
I would like to suy I believe some of them were. I was there. I believe someo of
them were, but I cannot name one. I have no doubt we talked the matter over, but I
cannot recollect one.

Q. Do you know of any of the gentlemen who voted for Mr. Pomeroy afterward
having an Indian contract, or any Government contract #—A. I do not now recollect
any.

Q. Do you recollect anything material that you have not already stated?—A. I do
not.

[The foregoing testimony having been read over tothe witness, he adds:] In saying
I “secured” the vote of Jobn Hannon, I merely meant that I talked with bim and
urged him to vote for Mr. Pomeroy. I believe he did vote for him.

WasHINGTON, D. C.,, May 21, 1872.
‘GEORGE T. ANTHONY sworn and examiuned :

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore, (Mr. Logan.) As this witness is called on behalf of
Mr. Pomercy, hu will open the examination.}

By Mr. POMEROY:

Question. State your residence, age, and occupation.—Answer. My residence is the
city of Leavenworth, Kansas; Iamn the editor and publisher of the Kansas Farmer;
I am forty-nine years old.

Q. Were you at Topeka during the senatorial election of 1867 1—A. I was, sir.

Q. Whero were you stopping ¥—A. I stopped at the Capi‘ol House, sir.

Q. Whera were the headquarters of Mr. Pomeroy. who was a candidate?—A. At the
Capitol House.

Q. Were you in bis rooms constantly, frequently, day and night—all the time?—A.
Very frequantly, every day.

Q. Do you know of Mr. Russell being there frequently ¥—A. I never saw him there.

Q. Do you know Mr. Russell t—A. I do.

Q. What ia his name?—.\. Ed. Russell, we call him. I do not know whether it
is Edward or Edmund. H»s writes his name ‘ Ed. Russell.”

Q. Do you know of his being there night and day ¥—A. No, sir.

Q. Have you seen his- testimony in that book, | report of the joint committee of the
Kansas legislature?]—A. Yes; I have read that testimony.

Q. Do you know of his being in my rcom !—A. I never saw him there.

Q. Do you know of Perry Fuller being there often?—A. I saw him in the building.
I never saw him in your room.

Q. Did he occupy rcams adjacent to mine 7—A. I do not suppose he occupied ruoms
in the building. I know he did not occupy the recoms you were occupying.

Q. Did you have any conversation yourself with Mr. Russell 7—A. Never.

Q. Who was Russell supposed te favor—whose election !—A. Mr.
guished gentleman from Mississippi—Lee.

Mr. LoGax. Louisiana.

The WirTNESS. Yes, sir; Louisiana ; Mr. Lee.

By Mr. POMEROY :

Q. Was Thomas Carney a candi:late against me !—A. Yeus, sir; in the earl pari of
the canvass ho was,

Q. Was he acandidate against me at the time Mr. Russell mentions in his testimony—
about midnight the night before the election 1—A. I nndersiood it to bo conceded by
all parties that he was not a candidate against vou for two or theee days prior to the
clection. It was conceded by Carney’s friends and by all pactioes that Mr. Pomeroy
would be alected for the long term oun the tirst ballot in joint convention. The contest
w38 understood to be botween Ross and Carney for the short term.

Q. Stato if you know anything else materia® to this investigation, As you were
with me neatly all tho time, state whatever you choose to atate in regard to this mat-
ter. Ihave not had any conference with you, but I will ask you to state whatever you

, & distin-
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&now that was improperly done or said in reference to this matter.—A. Well, sir, I can
only state in general terms that 1 was editor of the Evening Bulletin, and bad labored
very earnestly all through the campaign for Pomeroy and against Carney. I felt
a deep interest in it In all my correspondetee and commmunications, and my presence
there at Topeka, 1 was not made acquainted with anything that was improper, or that
tended to corruption in any way. shape, or manuner.

Q. Do you know about my using whisky '—A. No, sir. I do not use it myself, and
I never saw you use it.

Q. Did you know Perry Fuller 7—A. Yex, sir: I knew him.

Q. Did you know of his being in my room trequently or constantly '—A. No, sir: 1
never saw him there.

Q* What do you know abont any check-hook or baiik-book being i my room ?—A.
Well, sir, I never saw one, 1f you had one: I never saw any money or evidence of it
there.

Q. You never saw Perry Fuller have a checek-book there —A. No, sir.

By Mr. THvrMAN :

Q. When was the first senatorial election ever held in Kansas '—A. I went to Kan-
sas myself in 1265. I am not acquainted with the polities of Kansas prior to that.

Q. This was a re-election of Mr. Pomeroy 7—A. Yes, sir.

Q. Mr. Aunthony, do you kunow of any person, who voted for Mr. Pomeroy on that
occasion, being appointed to office afterward by the Federal Government ?¥—A. I can
recall no sach instance ; I could not say there was not.

Q. Do you know of any promises made to those gentlemen who voted for Mr. Pom-
croy, that they should receive auy oftice or Government contract—Indian contract—or
anything of the kind !—A. None whatever ever came to my knowledge then or since.

Q. Was it understood, before the election of the members of the legislature, that
Mr. Pomeroy would be a candidate for re-election ¥—A. Yes, sir.

Q. What secemed to be the feeling and sentiment of the republican party of the
State of Kansas in regard to his re-election *—A. The contest was all in the party, as
there was but one party substantially within the State at that time, and that is sub-
stantially true now. There was but one party in the State, and it was a contest within
the party, and based largely upon local grounds. Mr. Carney lived in Leavenworth,
the chief city of the State, and his claims were largely pressed on account of that, so
far as our people were concerned. I was there myself and opposed his election.

Q. Did there seem to be any prevailing sentiment in favor of any one before the
¢lection of the members of the legislature ?—A. Nothing morc than discussions which
always occur.

Q. How did the feeling run !—A. The impression was very general that Senator
IPorueroy would be re-elected before the legislature was elected.

Q. After the legislature was elected, and hefore it assembled, what was the general
impression in regard to Senator Pomeroy’s re-election ¥—A. Parties were contident
upon both sides, that hd would be elected, and that Carney would be elected. The
lines were very closely drawn and they had earnest supporters—confident believers in
the election of each of them.

Q. They were at that timne—Dbefore the assembling of the legislature—supposed to
be candidates against each other for the long term?—A. Yes, sir; they were the two
prominent candidates before the people of the State.

Q. Aud countinuned to be candidatcs against each other up to vwo or three days hefore
the clection 2—A. Yes, sir; both were struggling for the long term.

Q. Carney never was a caudidate for the short term '—A. No, sir; not until within
three or four days of the election.

Q. Was he then ?—A. Yes, sir: distinctly so.

Q. Did he get any vote™. ?—A, Yes, sir; he got all of them except those for Ross.
They were the ouly candidates at the last ballot.

Q. Was there any caucus of the republican members before going into the election ?
—A. Not in the sense in which we use to hold caucnses.

Q. No nomination by caucus?—A. No, sir.

Q. They ]iust went into the legislature and voted '—A. Yes, sir; there was no party
caucens; only the friends of the different candidates. There has never been a party
caucus since I have been in the State.

Q. After the legislature assembled, was there any doubt as to the result of the con-
test between Carney and Pomeroy 1—A. O, yes, sir; it was not scttled when the legis-
lature assembled which of the two would be clected. As I said, M~. Carncy remained
a candidate against Ponmeroy up to within two or three days befors the election.

Q. Is Carney living in Kausas ?—A. Yes, sir; his family is livirrg in our city. He
is in business at Saint Louis.

Q. Where did Perry Fuller then reside 2—=A. IHe was rosiding here, I think, sir.

Q. In Washington City I—A. Yes, sir; [ think so.

S. Rep. 224—-2
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Q. What was his business /—A. He was always understood by me to ba a con-
tractor—a Government contractor in the Indian business.

Q. For supplies or merchandise to tultill Indian treaties ¥—A. Yes, sir,

Q. Do you know when he tirst obtained a contract of that kKind 2—A\. No, sir 1 it was
hefore my residence in the State.

Q. When was that 7—A. In October. 17455, T went there.

Q. Do you know what inflaences were nsed to procure contracts tor him 2—A. I do
not.

Q. Did e continne a Government coutractor after the election in 1967 !—A. T conld
not say.

Q. Was he for or aainst Mr. Poneroy. as between Pomeroy and Carney ?—A. ©Id
would be impossible for me tq say. I never knew him to be identified with it at all.
In the contest hetween Ross and Carney he was for Mr. Ross positively. Up to that
time I do not remember what his position was.

Q. You do not remember whether he was for Pomeroy or Carney, in the congest be-
tween them 2—AL 1 vever knew him to identify himself as to the contest between indi-
viduals until [ knew him identified with Mr. Ross, working for his celection.

Q. As between Ross and Carnex. which side did Mr. Pomeroy take I—A. It was
supposed he was for Mr. Ross,

Q. Do yon know of hix using any money to elect Ross 2—-A. 1 do not.

Q. Do you know of any money being used by anybady in the election ?—A. Not to
my knowledge.

Q. Or any valuable thing ’—A\. No. sir.

Q. Any promises of office 72— A, No. sir.

Q. Or contracts >— A. No, sir.

Q. Do you know of anything turther, wmaterial to this investigation, that you have
not stated 7—A. I do not.

{The foregoing testimony having been read over to the witness, he adds:]  The
question is asked me, * Did there seem to be any prevailing sentiment in favor of any
one before the election of the members of the legislature?” to which I answered,
“ Nothing more than discussions v-hich always occur.” I will say that there was an
almost universa! sentiment in favor of the re-election of Secnator Pomeroy.

WasHINGTON, D C Flarsday, May 23, 1572,
Josnva WHEELFR swarn and examnined

By Mr. LoGaN:

Question. State vour name and age '—Answer. Joshua Wheeler; forty-five.

Q. Residence !—A. Pardee, Atchison County, Kansas,

Q. What is your occupation 2—\. Farming.

Q. Mr. Wheeler, what do you know in reference to the contest tor Senator in 1367,
between Mr. Pomeroy @ vd others 72— AL T was at Topeka some time.

Q. During that contest 2—A. Yes, sir.

Q. What do you know in reference to any corruption. or in reference to Mr. Pomeroy
procuring votes for the oftice of United States Senator, it anything 7 State just what
you know.—\. I can state the tact I stated there in that veport. how I learned the-
fact in refevence to that hundred dollors,

Mr. LoGaN, Xtate it.

The WitNEss, | ean give the civemastances, as 1 heard them, that bhroughe the aest
to my knowledge, 1 will state that the fivst day of the ballot there was a good deal of
excitement. I think it was in the atternoon that the friends of Mr. Pomeroy scemed
to be somewhat disappointed as to the result of the ballot—a preliminary vote, 1
think iz war. After the balloting was over. I was down at the Capitol Hotel,
where Mr. Pomeroy's friends were - tayiug, anud they were cur ing and swearing
about some mun that had gone hack on them. I learned that this man—1 don’t re-
collect of hearing his name then, but 1 heard sinee it was Welis—had a hundred dol-
lars paid to Mr. Horton to secure his scat, with the understanding that he should vote
for Mr. Pomeroy, and he had gone Yack on them, and ecither voted for Carney on the
tirst ballot, or against them on sowe preliminary vote. That is how T come to know
that fact.

Q. Who was this man that you say a huadred dollars was paid to?—A, I didn’t
know his name when I was before that committee. I have since learned that it was
Mr. Wells. I don’t know that the man’s name was stated to we at the time.  The
fact was stated in that way.

Q. You eay this hundred dollars was paid to han tor what purpose 7—A. Jt was
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paid, 1 understomd, to Mr. Horton, his attorney ; it was a contested s-at it was paid
to Mr. Horton, :is his attorney, to secure his soat.

Q. Wells had a contested seat 1—A. Yes, sir.

). And Horton was paid a hundred dollars as the attorney for Wells '— AL Yex, siv

Q. Horton was not in the legislature ¥—A. No, sir.

2. He was a mere lawyer ontside £—A\. Yes, sir.

2. You nnderstood a2 hundred dollars was paid by Mre. Pomeroy 27— A, Yes, sir.

Q. From whom did you nnderstand that 7—A. T would not like to be positive. It
was stated among the friends off Mr. Pomeroy at the hotel while this excitement oc-
curred atter the tivst hallot, There were twenty men in the room, maybe.

Q. Do von know whether Mreo Wells was a Pomaeroy man or not *— A\, 1 didn’t know
him.

Q. Dl you ever talk to Mr. Wells on the subject 2—A. No. sir

Q. Are you acquainted with him now ?—A. No, sir.

Q. Are you aequainted with Me, Horton 2—A. Yes, sir.

. Did yon ever talk with him on the subject !—A. I never did, sir.

Q. Then, ax I understand yon, von heard a conversation between the tricuds of Mr.
Pou_eroy >—A. Yex, sir.

2. Where it was stated thar Mr. Poineroy had given Me. Horton, who was an attor-
ney and not a member of the legislature, a hundred dollars 2—A. Yes, sir.

Q. To defend the seat of Mr. Wells, which was heing contested in the legislature —
AL Yes, sir. That was my understanding.

Q. Have you any knowledge whatever of that yourself -—\. No, 8ir: no more than
I have stated.

Q. Mere rumor ’—A\. [ merclyv heavd it among these men there,

Q. You donot know Mr. Wells 2— \. T do not know Mr. Weils,

Q. You know Mr. Horton !—A. Yex, sir.

Q. But never talked with him on that subject 2—A\. No, sir.

Q. You have no knowledge of your own on the subject #—A. No, sir. .

Q. Do you know who gave you this information 2—A. No, sir.  Tam not positive, be-
canse it was talked of among so many. It has been many years ago. It was talked of
among the friends of Mr. Pomeroy. I would not dare to be positive on that point,

Q. Do you know whether there was any probability of Mr. Pomeroy heing defeated
in that contest !—A. Yes, sir: 1 understood there was.

Q. Do yim1 know how the vote stood 7—A. [ don’t remember. 1 was in the hall on
the final ballot, but at the first vote they didu’t allow bat one o two men in to each
member—aeach man had the right to take two tfriends with him—to admit two friends
on the floor. I was on the floor.

Q. Do yom know whether Mr. Carney received any votes for Senator against Mr.
Pomeroy -—A. | have torgotten just exactly the nature of the contest. T know Mr.
Carney was a candidate in opposition to Mr. Pomeroy, but my impression is that at
the last M. Carney came up for simply the short term.

Q. I will «all your attention to the jonrnal of the senate of Kansas, and refresh your
recollection.  The jonrnal shows that on that hallot for the long term there was no one
voted for except ofr. Powcroy el Mr, Lee.—\. I had some conversation with Governor
Carney when Iirst went there. I know he was a candidate for the long term against
Mr. Pomeroy, and I know Governor Carney told me the last morning before the first
Lballot that he was not a eandidate against Mr, Pomeroy, but for the short term.

Q. The journal shows that Lee only was balloted for against Pomerov.—A. [ know
Lie was a candidate for the lone term betove that., e so told me.

Q. Mrv. Pomeroy seems to have reeeived cighty-tonr votes against twenty-five on
the final vote that decided it. - Was the contest of sieh a character as would justify the
helief that it was neesssary to reort 1o any means other than fair ones to secure M.,
Pomeroy's clection !—N\. Onidy in the first of the contest there was. My opinion is that
the opinion prevailed at the comupiencement that Mre. Carveey's chianees were just as
voad as Mi. Pomeroy's,

Q. If the opinion prevailed that his chanees were just as good as Meo Pomeroy’s —
yvou were there all the time —

The Wrrness, Noosivs T think Hariived at Topela about ren days betore the elee-
tion. I would not be positive, 1 was sent for,

Q. If that was thestate of things= at liest, what transpived that caused such aehange as
to give Mr, Pomeroy cighty-tonr votes against twenty-tive, while Mr, Carney received
vo votes - A0 Wello s, Tdont know that ©ean give any reason. T don’t know that
I coudd tell what produced the change, I simply know the fact, and I bave heard it
stated repeatedly by wen who were there, that at the oatset Mr. Carney’s clizinees were
goad, but Mr, Poweray simply ont-generaled him,

Q. But vhat was the immediate cause that brought ihe thing about 2= A, | don’t
hunow. I have heard—but 1 will not state what I have heard. .

Q. Is therve ary other fact that you know in copvection with this matter !\, No,
sir: I dou’t know that there is,
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Q. Mr. Wells, you say, did 2ot vote for Mr. Pomeroy 2—A. I will not be certain about
that. It has been so long it has slipped my mind whether it was on the tirst ballot or
on some preliminary vote that he fialed.

Q. Any how, Mr. Wells did not vote, as your infurmation was, in the way that he was
to vote 7—A. That is what I understomd,

Q. It was ot some preliminary vote 2—A. I think it was on some preliminary vete.

By Mr. PoMEROY :

Q. Yo apeak of being sent for. Who sent ter you >— AL 1 received a letter frem
Colonel John A. Martin, stating that you desired my presence at Topeka.

Q. In whose interest were you there 2—A. I was sent for in your interest, I believe.

Q. Did anybudy pay you anything there 7—A. I staid at the hotel. but that diduo’t
cost me anything. You simply paid my expenses. 1 rode over on horseback, and 1
presented a bill for my horse.

Q. Did Governor Carney pay you anything ’—A No, sir; not a cent.

Q. Have you ever read what purports to be your testimony in the report of this in-
vestigating committee of the Kansas legislature —A. I have, sir.

Q. Aro you correctly reported in that docuument *—A. Well, the testimony therve, or
the evidence in *he case, of Mr. Kiug, is not as I recollect it exactly; but in your
case 1 think it s substantially correct.

Q. Have you ever read an affidavit taking back any of this testimony as published
in this book !—A. I have made a statement to Mr. King that there was some testimony
there that was not as I recollected it. I gave a statement to that eftect.

Q. Did you swear to it 7—A. I did.

Q. Is this your aftidavit? [Submitting a document appended to the testimony of
this witness.]—A. I don’t know. Mr. King read that over to me. That i3 my signa-
ture. [Exanmining the document.] Yes, sir; I believe that is it.

Q. That is your aflidavit or what you have sworn to, since that testimony was
taken, in regard to that testimony 1—A. Yes, sir. 1 have no recollection of the ques-
tion coming there, just in the shape it did, in that first place.

Q. Was it because this hook was not correctly kept, or how did the mistake occur ?
—A. Thaat I can’t tell. The question that I supposed was asked me was exactly the
question that was put to Mr. Murphy.

Q. Why is this incorrect! Isit because you were not correctly reported, or hecause
they did not print it right ’—A. I can’t tell. I have no recollection of the question
coming in that shape. Mr. King took exceptions to it.

Q. As to the way you are reported here in this book, state whether you think it is
the fault of the reporter or printer.—A. That I can’t account for.

Q. You ounly know it is incorrect 7—A. I have po recollection of the question being
asked me in the shape it appears in that book—not the least. It was altogether a dif-
ferent question, as I understood it.

Q. You spoke of this Mr. Wells. Do you know how he votcd?—A. I understood
that he voted for you finally.

Q. Do you know of his voting sgainst me at all !—A. I can simply state what 1
heard. I was not in the house. They didn’t allow me in the house at the time that
vote was taken.

Q. Have you generally been for Mr. Carney; were you for Mr. Carney in thi: elec-
tion of 1371 ?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. I mean 12867 '—A. No, &ir; I was for Mr. Pomeroy then, not for Mr. Carney.

Q. In the contest between Carney and Ross, how were you !—A. My feelings would
have led me to Mr, Carney, but I didn’t take any part in it at all, Lecause my ehject
wus tu secure your clection.

The following is the aftidavit referred to in the evidence of Joshua Wheeler:

Hon. Josnuia WHEELER, of Atchison (County, Kaunsas, after being duly sworn, de-
poseth aud saith :

1at. That in my testimony before the joint committee of investigacion I have unin-
tentionally wronged Mr. 8. C. King. of Atchisoun, aud had I knowa that my testimony
would al:pcar and i.ave the bearing that it has, I would bhave gone before the commit-
tee and had the same corrected.

2d. I do not know, nor did any person give me directly to understand, that K. C.
King voted for Mr. Clarke, in consideration of a Federal position.

Ad. T de not know, ner did any person give me ¢.. understand, that Mr. Clarke failed
iu his ettorts to secure Mr. King a position, nor do I kuow nor have I heard that Mr.
Clarke ever tried to get Mr. King a cousulship.

-dd. There was nothing in the “letter” mentioned in my testimony but a request

trom myself o Mr. Caldwell to aid Senator Pomeroy in his eftorts to secure Mr. Kinyg
a conanlship.
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1th. T have no koowledge of the uestions as they appear in the evid-ner wing
asked by the conmuettee.
JOSHUA WHEELER.
Swaons: to andd sabseribed before me this {3th day of Mayx, A. Do 1=72

R. F. HUDSON,
Justice of the Peace.

WasHINGTON; I C.. Thursday, May 23, 192,
WILLIAM SPRIGGS sworn and examined.

By Mr. Lodax:

Question. State your nawme, age, residenee, aud occupation. —Auswer. Forty-six : Gar-
nett, Kansas ; farmer.

Q. Mr. Spriggs, vou were sworn, I believe, before an investigating commniittee or the
legishitnre of hansas, in reference to the election, in 1267, of Mr. Pomeroy to the
United £.ates Senate ! —A. Yes, sir. :

Q. Will you state what yeu know, if anything, in reference to improper meaus hav-
ing been used by Mr. Pomeroy to procare his election 7—A. I know nothing «t all abont
~it persoually. I wasin Topeka. I don’t konow anything at all that Mr. Pomeroy did,
of my own knowizdge.

Q. Yom ray you krew nothing whatever, of your own knowledge. in connection with
it 7--A. Nothing whatever. Nothing whatever.

Q. Were yon therc during the contest '—A. Yes, sir.

Q. Wese you in Mr. Pomeroy’s rcom ?—A. 1 was not.

Q: Did yon take any interest in the campaign ?—A. 1 took some little interest in the
campaign.

Q. Who did you faver 7—A. I favored the eiection of Governor Carney,

Q. As agaiust Mr. Pomeroy '—A. We started out with that view. The contest, I
! elieve, as i recollect it now, simmered down to between General Lee and Mr. Pomeroy ;-
bat I was a friend of Governor Carney, and went there to assist in the election of Gov-
crnor Carney to the United States Senate.

Q- How wazs the contest carried on! Yan say you know nothing improper about it.
Was it a fair contest as to who should have the niost friends 2—A. So 1ar as I know, it
was, :
Q- Did you see anything that was improper in the conduct of the matter at all ?—
A. Idid not. 1 did nat, sir. ’

Q. I ask if vou testified as fcllows hefere the general committee of the Kansas legis-
latnre to investigate this subject: * In 1267, the evening of the election for Unitéd
States Senator, Perry Fuller told me that Pomreroy and Ross’s election had cost him
42,000 ; that he: considered he bad made 62,000, for he had set apart $100,000for it ? "—
A. Yes, sir.  That’s whet Mr. Fuller told me in Dan Adams’s bank. It was the after-
noon after the election.

Q. Is that a correct report of what vou said I—A. That that yon have read to me oftf
of that paper is true. 1 have not read that printed bhook.

W ASHINGTON, D. C., Thursday, May 33, 1572,
ALpErRT H. Horrox, called by Mz, Pomeroy, sworn and examined :

By Mr. LoGas:

Question. Please siate yvour name, age, residence, and orcupnation.—Answer. My
name is Albert H. Hortorw.. I reside at Atchison, Kansus. I have resided there for ten
vears. My business is that of practicing attorney. 1 hold an official position at

wesent. :
' Q. What is that !'—A. I am United States attorney for that distriet.

Q. Mr. Wheeler, a witness here, has testitied that in 1867, during the contest hetween
Mr. Pomeroy and others for a seat in the United States Senate, be understood or heand
that Mr. PPomeroy had paid you, as attoruey, a hundred dollars to aid in securing the
seat of a Mr. Wells, who, in cossideration for that, was to vote for Mr. Pomceroy for
United States Senntor.  Will you state the facts in refereseo to the matter !—A. The
supreme court of our State meets at Topeka. I svas piesent there in attendance on
the supreme court in the winter of 12367, and, I suppose, I remgined longer at the cap-
ital on account of the senatorial clection in progress, there being two Senators to be
clected. Mr.JJohn D. Wells was a representative--tune sittingg member—from Mar-
shall County, in our State. I had been acquainted with him a long time; had trans-
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acted legal business for him. efore that time, and have sinee transacted legal
business for him, and tu-day have a sunit for him in our county. His seat was
contested by one Jolm W. Bollinger, a partner of Brambaugh, both practicing
attorneyx in Marysville, Marshall County, Kansas. Mr. Bollinger. being an attor-
ney, was better acquainted with the necessary provisions or proceedings to con-
test the seat of Mr. Wells, who was a farmer. and had given the legal or proper
notice to take depositions, so that when the legisiature convened he could present
that evidenee and oust Mr. Wells immediately. and, as we supposed. before Mr.
Wells could present his evidence.  Mr. Wells and Mr. Vail. a gentleman from Marshall
County, came to me and told me that Mr, Welis was in danger of having his seat taken
from him without a fair opportunity to be heard. I told Mr. Vaii and Mr. Wells that
any friendly act I could do for him I would gladly do: that 1 saw Mr. Bollinger had
some little advantage in having complied with the provisions of the law. With Mr.
Wells I went before the committee on elections and asked the committee to give Mr.
Wells ten days’ time in which his cvidence idight be taken, and prepared a resolution
to be submitted to the House of Representatives, that a commission be appointed by the
cpeaker to go to Marshall Connty and take the evidence, and report within a period of
ten days. I only appeared once befure the committee on elections. A member of the
committee on elections reported that resolution, which was passed by the house.
The commissioner was sent and the evidence was taken. Mr. Wells never paid me any-
thing for it; I never mnade any demand for it. Mr. I'omcroy never spoke to me about
it ; he had no conversation with me about compensation either being agreed upon »m
mentioned. It wasan act of friendship toward a client, and as a2 man who was inter-
ested in local matters from our county. Mr. John D. Wells is here ; he is a farmer. |
took a little more interest in the matter because Mr. Bollinger was an attorney in his
county aud bad, as we supposed, prepared his case to get a little advantage of Mr.
Wells in the contest.

By Mr. POMEROY :

Q. Was Mr. Walls for or agaiust me before you saw him *—A. Mr. Wells was elected
to vote for Mr. Pomeroy’s election, and Mr. Bollinger had been elected to vote for a gen-
tloman named General Lee, now residing at New Orleans. Eefore anything was sai-l
it was the understanding and expectation that Mr. Wells would support Mr. Pomeroy
out of regard for that vote in his constituency. We have a railroad running from our
city right through the portion of the county where Mr. Wells resides, and that portion
of the county is locally interested with us, while the northern portion of the conaty
is connected by a railroad with Saint Joseph, and Mr. Bollinger rexides in the northern
portion of the couuty, aud locally he is opposed to our wterests.

Q. Did Mr. Wells vote for me ¥—A. I know he did vote for you.

Q. Did he vote in a way to disappoint my friends at all?*—A. No, sir: he voted in
atcordance with the wishes of his constitucats, and was afterward re-elected. Upon
the contest in the election case the messenger we sent out was net able to or did
not get the evidence we hoped, and the house decided the seat vacant. The candi-
dates then went back and ran again and Wells was elected. At the next session or a
subsequent session Mr. Wells was returned again.

WasniNGtoN, D, C.. Tharsday. May 23, 1572,
Jonx D. WELLS, called hy My, Pomevoy, aworn aud examined.

By Mr. LoGaN :

Question. Mr. Wells, will you state your name and age '—Aunswer, John D Weils;
forty-one years.

Q. Where do you reside '—A. Barrett, Marshall County. Kansas.

Q. What is your occupation *—A. Farming.

Q. Mr. Welly, it was stated by Mr. Joshua Wheeler that, in 1867, xou were a mem-
ber of the Kanaas legislature, and there was a contest made against you for your seat ;
that he heard it said that Mr, Horton, an attorney, had been employed to defend you—
to attend to your matter in reference to your seat; that he had received a1 hundred
dollars, paid by Mr. Pomeroy to him. aud for and in consideration of that you wore to
cast your vote for Mr. Pomeroy for United States Senator: will you now state to the
committee whether or uot these statements are correct !—A. No, there is nothing
in it correct, so far as I know, atail. [ waia member that year. and I think I spoke
10 Mr. Horton myself. My scat was contested. 1 was the sitting member. and I asked
Mr. Horton to get a commissiod to take evidence ; but he never charged we anything.
I never paid him anything. [ never spoke to him about pay. . .

Q. Did yon consider that he did it as a mere friendly act, as a neighbor and tfriend ?
—A\. Yex, sir.




JOHN D. WELLS—JAMES B. ABBOTT —THOMAS CARNEY. 23

Q. Who were you in favor of as United States Nenator 2—A. (O, T was elected on the
PPomeroy issue, as 1t was called.

Q. Youn were elected, it heing nnderstood that yon were for Mr. Pomeroy 2—A, O, ves,
sir.  The whole ixsue of the contest was between lae and Pomeroyv.

Q. You went there in favor of Pomeroy f—A. Yes, sir.

Q. In tiie vote you were merely carrying out the wislies of your constituents ¥—A.
Yey, sir.  The whole fight of the contest was Pop v and Lee ; Lee supported by the
Northern road and Pomeroy by the Central Branc. .oad.

Q. 1 understand that vote was a free vote, according to your own desire and thoe
wishes ef your constituenfs, without any consideration or any expectation of fee or
reward of any kind whatever !—A. Yes, gir: that's so. 1 would not have dared to
have voted agaiust Mr. Pomeroy.

By Mr. ANTHONY :

Q. Was there any preliminary vote before the final vote in which you voted con-
trary to the wishes of Mr. Pomeroy’s friendy, so as to give any dissatisfaction?—A. No,
sir.

(Upon hearing the foregoing testimony read over, the witness adds: In saying Mr.
Pomeroy was supported by the Central Branch road, I mean this: the southern pertion
of our county where I live are in favor of the Central Branch road, and they supposed
Mr. Pomeroy could help it in some way; and Lee was in favor of the S8aint Joe and
Denver road, the northern road, and Mr. Bollinger and I ran on thoze two issues.

\V.\sm.\'(;'ru.\': D. C.. Thursday, May 23, 1=72.
JaMmes B. AnsorT, called by My. Pomeroy, sworn and examined.
By Mr. LoGcas:
Question. State your name and age.—Answer. James B. Abbott; fifty-three past.
Q. Please state your residence.—A. De Soto, Atchizou County, Kansas.
Q. What is your occupation #—A. Conveyancer.
By Mr. POMEROY :

Q. Were you a member of the logislature in 18367 7—A. I was.
Q. Which branch *—A. A member of the senate.
Q. Were you then holding or bave you since held a United States office of any
kind 1—A. No, sir.
Q. Have you been appointed to any office *—A. No, sir: I have not since then.
By Mr. LoGax:
Q. Who did you vote for for United States Senator ior the long term ?—A. I voted

for Mr. Pomeroy ; for the short term I voted for Mr. Ross—the two that were clected.

By Mr. POMEROY :

Q. State anything you knoew in regard to that election: whether there was auny
doubt in regard to my electiou, if you choose to say.—A. I never heard that there was
any doubt about it at the time. I never heard that there was any donbt raised at the
time.

By Mr. LoGax:

Q. I will ask you the general question as to your knowledge of any improper meauns
being used by Mr. Pomeroy to secure his election in any way whatever. Do you know
of any !—A. I do not.

Q. Either by means of money or other things ¥—A. No., sir.

WasuiNGiroxN, I C.. Saturday;, May 25, 1532,
THoMAN CARNEY sworn and examined.

By Mr. LoGan:

Question. State your name, age, vccupation, and residence.—Answer, ‘ihomas Cai-
vey ; Leavenworth, Kansas ; merchant; forty-six years.

Q. Governor Carney, the Senate has referred to us the charges of corruption at the
time of the election of Mr. Pomeroy, in 15367, and we are investigating that matier now.
If you know anything in reference to any improper means being used in 1867 at tho
time of the election for Senator, by Mr. Pomervy, for the purpose of procuring his elec.
$iou, you will please state them.—A. Well, [ do not. Senator. I was not in a condition
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to know much of Senator Pomeroy's operations at that time. as I was his opponent .
and not supposed to know what he was doing.  All 1 knew was from common rumor.

Q. Then you say you know nothing of your own knuwledge in reference to any im-
proper means to procure votes oa the part of Mr. Pomeroy !—A. No. sir: I cannot call any
to mind. I do not know anything of my own knowledge that I can now call to mind.

Q. You spoke of common rumor; was tha. what we call * rumor in the air.” mere
g~neral talk, or some specitic thing by a person professing to have knowledge of it #—
A. Well, it was, of course, what I heard coming second-hand. For instance, Judge
Thatcher stated that Senator Pomeroy had told him his election had cost him a fortune s
that it had cost him a fortune to beat me. Three or four other parties told me that
the Senator had said to them it cost him.a fortune to beat me, or other words to that
eftfect.

Q. But did not specify how !—A. No, sir; did not say how; only in geaeral terins.

WasmiNGrox, D. C., Saturday, May 25, 1<72.

WiLLiaM A, Puicrirs, called by Mr. Pomeroy, sworn and examined.
By Mr. LoGgax:

Question. State your name, residence. and occupation.—Answer. William A. Phil-
lips; forty-five years; Salin , Kansas; attorney.

By Mr. POMEROY :

Q. I desire tc call your attention to the testimony of Mr. Edward Russcll, and
especially to that part referring to Mr. Perry Fuller and his quarters. [ The testimony
of Edward Russell given before this commmittee was here read over to the witness, for
which see page —.] Now, tell what you know about Perry Fuller coming there and
where he had his quarters.—A. I donot know where L:e had his quarters. I was there
from the beginning of the struggle. Perry Fuller was there a few days before the elee-
tion. The caucusing and fighting had been going on nearly a week before he got
there. I remember his coming, Lecause they serenaded Mr. Clarke one night. and he
arrived just at that time.

Q. About how many days before the eciection did he arrive ?—2. I could not teli
exactly ; but two or three. But I think the heaviest part of the struggle was over
before he got there, except that in regard to the election of Mr. Ross.

Q. Were you frequently at the hotel where I was ?—A. Very seldom. My own name
in the early part of the canvass had bheen uscd. I think I was not in your reon, al-
though I met you once or twice. My recollecticu is that you had neariy enough votes
bLefore the people, and was the oniy candidate who bad. Youn were not elected the
first day in the two houses, but on the first ballot in joint cession. My impression ix
that Mr. Pomeroy had the largest number of votes of any candidate ; that is, the largest
number before the people. That was the understanding.

Q. In whose interest was Perry Fuller? Whom did he come for 7—A. I do not know
whom he came for. He worked for Mr. Ross. \When Mr. Ross came I saw bhimin the
governor’s room, and, as he had only a few votes, I asked him whether he was a candi-
date. He said he was on the Micawber platform, waiting to see what would turn up.

Q. That was Ross ¥—A. Yes, sir. I remember he asked me about the impeachment,
or said something about it, but not relevant to this matter.

Q. Were you acquainted with the majority of the members of the legislature 2—A.
Yes, sir; I think I knew most of them, or all of them.

Q. Was there any distinctive democratic candidate or party in the legislature !—A.
All I know was, the night I had the local caucus nomination, Judge Lecompte. with, F
think, eleven others, came into my room and tendered me their support. and said there
were thirteen democrats in the legislature. He said I could get them all, or nearvly all;
that there was no democratic candidate.

Q. How many members of the legislature were there in all?—A. One hundred and
nine or ten. Every new county gives a new member.

Q. As you were a candidate yourself, I would like to ask yonu now—I have never
asked you the question—whether you know of anything impro*(wr having been done
by me or my friends in that election ?—A. I do not. I did not know of aunything im-
];ropet. I heand rumors, but not in regard to yourself; hut, of course, I canunot tell

earsay. Mr. Fuller and myself were not on terms in the Army. He was a contractor.

Q. Wot on terms of friendship ?—A. No, sir: not at all. I scarcely ever spoke to him,
but I saw him there. I saw him the night before the joint session. I went down to
the room of General L.ce. I had heard something about that. i

Q. Do you know of his making any effort at all for me #—A. None whatever. 1 did
not understand that he did at ulf.

Q. You understood him to be for whom !—A. For Mr. Ross.
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By Mr. LoGax:

Q. You speak of rumors ; were those rumors in reference to the clection of Mr. Pom-
croy or Mr. Ross 7— AL At that fiine the rumors seemed to he with regard to Mr. Ross,
but I do not like to swear to rumors.

Q. 1donet ask you to, but I ask whether they were concerning Mr. Pomeroy or Mr.
Ross 7—A. My mapression is that Mr. Fomeroy was the only candidate who had a ma-
Jority. or so near it that his election was almost certain, and it did not affect him to
any extent. There were very farions cancuses for twa weeks hefore the electie:i. 1
kuow I had withdrawn before PPerry Fuller arrived. J conceded Mr. Pomeroy’s elec-
tion as certain before Mr. Fuller got there.

WasHINGTON, D.C., Monday, May 27, 1532.
Hon. EpMUND G. Roess sworn and examined.

By Mr. LoGgax:

Que‘sition. Please give your name in full, and your age.—Answer. Edmund G. Ross ;
forty-five. '
Q.y Your residence and occupation !—A. Coffeeville, Kansas; publisher.

G. We are now inquiring, Mr. Ross, into some matters connected with the electic 3 of
Seuator in the year 1267 in Kansas—in fact, into the election of Mr. Pomeroy. If yca
know anything in reference to procuring votes for Mr. Pomeroy for the Senate at that
time, through any improper or corrupt means, I wish you would state it.—A. I d« ot
know anything of that of my own knowledge. I had a great many intimations *nat
such was the fact. The most T know in regard to it was from Mr. Pomeroy himsclf.

Q. If Mr. Pomeroy stated anything to you in reference to that matter you can state it.

The WITXNESS. You wish me to state what Mr. Pomeroy said to me ¢

Mr. LoGaN. Anything in refereuce to improperly procuring votes by corrupt means.
That is the uestion.

A. Mr. Pomeroy said to me at one stage of the canvass, toward its close, that it had
cost him at that time £30,000.

Q. Did he say for what he had expended the money ?—A. That was the inference
that I drew.

Q. I ask did he state what he bad expended the money for '—A. Only in that way—
that the election had cost him, or that the canvass had cost him, that amount of money

Q. Who was Mr. Pomeroy’s opponent I—A. Mr. Carney—no. [To Mr. Pomerox.]
Who was your opponent at that time, Pomeroy ?

Mr. PoMEROY. General Lee.

The WITNEss. No; that was after Lee got out of the way.

Mr. ANTHONY. Lee was the only man voted for against Mr. Pomeroy.

The WiTxESS. (To Mr. Pomeroy.) What time did Lee get out of the way there, if
you recollect ! Yon ought to know.

Mr. PoMEROY. He never got out of the way until he wa: LZeaten. He and 1 had all
the votes that there were for the long term.

The WiTxXEss. I do not know that there was any person distin in the field in
competition with Mr. Ponieroy, at the time that this declaration w 1de that I speak
of; it was immediately previous to the commencement of the ball

By Mr. LoGax:

Q. Was there any time during that canvass when his election was doubtiul 7—A.
Yex, sir.

Q. What time was that >—A. That was when Mr. Lee was running in the canvass ; in
fact, it was doubtful all the time up to within a few hours of the commencement of
the bailoting—up to the day or the night before tho commencement of the balloting.

Q. Who was the person in opposition to him that seenied to have any chance of
t{lcction ?—A. Mr. Lee and Mr. Carney were both, at times, in competition with Mr.

‘omeroy. -

Q. That dounbt, then, was not dispelled until the vote occurred >—A, Until that day;
that is nccordinﬁ to my recollection.

Q. How did the vote start off; do you recollect >—A. Mr Pomeroy had a majority
of votes in the senate on the first day’s ballot.

Q. Who had the balance of those votes? Who ran?

The WITNESS. (To Mr. Pomeroy.) Who ran agaiust you in the senate the first day ?
Was it Carney or Lee ?

Mr. PoMEROY. I do not remember how that was. I remember the joint convention
the next day. I do not remember the senate ballotiag before we went into joint con-
vention.

’»*
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The Wrixgss, (After examining the Kansas senate journal.) That was the tact.
‘The vote was hetween Mr. Pomeroy and Mr. Lee in the separate session in the senate.
1 have been in other bhusiness hoesides rmuning for the senate since then, and [ have
torgotten a good deal of this.

By Mr. LoGan:

Q. In the joint convention who were the candidates !—A. Mr. Pomeroy and Mi.
1Lee for the long term, and Mr. Carney and myself for the short term—the unexpired
term.

Q. How did the vote stand between Mr. Pomeroy and Mr. Lee '—A. [ see it stated
here that Mr. I'omeroy had eighty-four votes and Mr. Lec twenty-five. I had forgotten
what the vote was. It was largely in his favor. Mr. Lee was hardly considered «
candidate; that is, the chances were 30 slender that his candidacy was not regarded
hardly as u bora fide one.

Q. Who was the man that was understood to be the prominent candidate against
Mr. Pomeioy !—A. There was none—no prominent candidate in the joint convention,
according to my recollection.

Q. In the contest between Mr. Carney and yourself was that contest a close one ¥—
A. Yes, sir. :

Q. Were you clected t—A. Yes, sir.

Q. We might judge something of the other probably by that, as they were most -
timately connocted. Was there anything in that contest between yourself and Mr.
Caruney of the character you have named —A. Nothing that I know of. I learned
afterward that one man who voted for Mr. Pormeroy and myself had received money.
I heard 8o afterward. I never had any direct evidence in regard to it. 1 heard that
he had, and was inclined to believs it.

i). Who was he !—A. His name was Finu.

Q. Received money for what ¥—A. Received money from both sides, to vate for Mr.
Pomeroy and myself, and also fcr Mr. Carney.

Mr. ANTHONY. He did a good businesa.

The WITNESS. I guess it 18 true, too; I was inclined to believe it.

By Mr. LoGax:

Q. Who told you that 7—A. I could not name now any one person who told it to
me, there were so many who suggested that that was probably the fact.

By Mr. ANTHONY :

Q. What made yeu believe it I—A. Because it was se rumored, and substantiated in
such a way. ¥t came very direct.

Q. Horw direct ?—A. Men said they not only believed it to be true, but had good
reasons for believing it.

Q. Who were the men !—A. I have forgotten, now, there were so many of them.
One man who told me is now dead, Mr. Whiting.

By Mr. LoGax:

Q. Received money for voting for you? Did you authorize anybody to pay money
for votes *—A. No, sir.

Q. Did you pay him '—A. No, sir.

Q. How could you believe he received money for voting for you ¥—A. I said hecanse
1 heard it so often and from so many sources that I was inclined to believe it.

By Mr. ANTRONY

Q. Who did you believe paid him ?—A. I do not know. I could not say with any
positiveness about that, on anything more than belief. If yvou want to know who I
helieve paid him, I can gay.

By Mr. L.oGaN:

Q. Did you have any knowledge whatever that anybady was to use money to pro-
cure your vlection ¥—A. No, sir; none whatever.

Q. It is a matter of a good deal of importance, and I wish you to get it in as legal «
senso a’ possible. Now, if there was no one authorized to pay money for you, :f no
one did pay it to your knowledge, if you did not do it, and that is all the basis you
have for your belief in connection with Mr. Pomeroy and yourself both, is that a sufli-
cient Lasis for you to form an opinion ¥—A. Well, we can form an opiniou many times,
and are convinced many times by incidental circumstances that are not good testimony
in law. You are lawyer cnough to know that. We are convinced of the existence of
certain fact: oftentimex for which we cannot give a ltegal reason. That is true the
world over,

Q. A legal reason ia no o:her thau a reason ¥—A. A reason may be a valid reason and
not couform te the letter of tue law na testimony.

Q. Where does Mr. Finn live Y—A. [ heard a short time ago—and thit is a4 case in
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point—I believe he livesat a certaia place, but I do not know it—that he lives down at
cither Batesville, in Arkansas, or Jacksonport. They are two points very near to-
gether.  His nawe is D C. Finn ; either at Batesville or Jacksonport, Arkansas.

Mr. PoMERoY. Finn is here in town, 1 had him subpanaed.

The WirNEss, (To Mr. Pomeroy.) Have yoa had Sharp, from Wyandotte, summoned,
or Mr. Nelson? Now there is a matter of belief that I have no positive knowledge
about, yet it came to me trom such a souree 1that I believe it. I do not say that I
Lelieve, but I am inclined to believe, that this Mre. Sharp was paid mones.

Ry Mr. LotGax:

Q. Which Mr. Sharp >—A. That I just spoke of. I do not Kknow his tirst name; [
Lkave forgetten.

Q. You say you have reason to believe he was naid money : paid money for what '—
A. To vote for Mr. Pomeroy.

Q. But he did not vote for Mr. Pomeroy ! —A. Did he not 2 Then, of course. there ia
rothing of it.

Mr. LoGaN. The vote here does not show his name at all. It shows Spencer, Shel-
don, Spoonable, the only persciis whose name commenced with “ S who voted for
him. I do net tind his name, except on the ayes and nows, ou going into the election.

The WirxEss, Then my source of information was mistaken about his being a mem-
ber.

Mr. LoGax. He was a senator and voted on going into the election. [After examin-
ing further.] Yes; he did vote for Pomeroy when the vote was taken in the senate,
but on joint \ote he does not £ ‘em to have voted at all. [For journal of the joint con-
vention showing the voto of Sharp in joint convention, see page pp. 10-12.

The WriTNEsSs. Have von had Maxson summoned ?

Mr. LoGax. No, sir.

By Mr. LoGgax:

Q. Did you ever talk with Mr. Sharp ?—A. No, sir.

Q. Who gave you this information ¥ Our object is to get at something that is doti-
nite, and not mere rumors that would not justify us in doing anything unless we could
trace them.—A. That is a matter that I have heard from varions sources, too. It
comes in the shape of the other matter that I spoke of. I heard it with so much direct-
uess that I considered—I was inclined to believe it to be true.

Q. Did you hear that Mr. Pomeroy had paid & hundred dollars to have Mr. Wells's
contested election attended to for him —A. I did hear of that not long since.

Q. Did you hear it in the same way that you heard these other rumors #—A. Yes,
sir ; I will say, however, that I never hecrd of that untii lately. I think it would be
*well enough to summon Mr. Maxson, and I will tell you all I know about that too.
The only intimation I heard concerning improper influences in regard to Mr. Max-
sou's case was this : Mr. Maxson wrote to me in 1867, asking me for an appeointment.
I walked across the room and asked Mr. Pomeroy whether anythiug could be done for
him, and Mr. Pomeroy seemed to be very impatient, seemed to receive it with impa-
tience, and said—I am not certain whether ho said, “I have paid him enough,” or
whether ho said, *“ He has had enough ;”’ one of these two replies. The only inference
I drew from his remark was that he had been paid a valuable equivaleat for his vote—
for his support.

Q. Where does he live !—A. e lives in Independence.

Q. In Missouri !¥—A. In Kansas. He is register of the land-uflice thore.

Q. Did you get him appointed, or who did ¥—A. Mr. Pomeroy got him appointed, I *
suppose.  He was appointed after I went out, was he not, Yomeroy ?

\K PoMEROY. Well, yes; he was appointed this last year—a tew months ago.

By Mr. LoGax:
Q. Auything else, Mr, Ross ?—A. Nothing else occurs to me in regard to that matter.

By Mr. PoMuroy:

Q. The only qucestion I desire to ask is, whether you know of Mr. Maxson being, at
that time. the land comwmissioner or agent of the Missouri, Kansas and Texas Railroad.
whether you know of his being employed by that company at that time !—A. No; [
o not remember as to rhat.

Q. At any time +—A, T think he had previously been employed by the company.
That is my recollection, but I do not remeraber of s being in its employ afterward,
t hough he may have been.

Q. Well, at the time that you were speaking of ?—A. No: I do not remember that he
was,  Was that what you paid him ?

Mr. POMEROY. No; but being in that employment I thought was a reason why he
should not be appointed. That was in my mind ; that he was already employed by a
company., which was = ter for him than to have any appointment.

The Wiryuss, There was nothing of that kind said at that time,
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Mr. 'oMERoY. 1 do not care to occupy any time about it.

The WITNEss. Where is Lee now, Mr. Pomeroy ¢

. . PoMEROY. The last I heard of him he was in New Orleans. 1 have not heard ot
him for seme time.

The WiTNEss, 1 heavd the otuer day he was in New York. [Examining a memoran-
dnin-book.] Mr. Nelson is the man who states this matter about Mr. Sharp, that Mr.
“ 8harp received 35,040 to vote for Mr. Pomeroy and to work tor him.

Q. Who was Nelson ’—A. I think he was a member of the last senate.

3y Mr. LoGan:
Q. Do you know Nelson's initials 2—A. No. 1 think it is George R. Nelson.
By Mr. PoMEROY :

Q. Did George R. Nelson—if that is the nawme, 1 do not knew anything about him—
did he tell you anything about it —A. No, sir. It came as directly to me from him as
I have stated.

Q. Whe told you '—A. I was trying to think whe told me. He was a reliable man,
though, whoever he was. I don’t recall his name now. It came direct. T have no
doubt that Mr. Nelson stated it and believed it. I will try to recall his name and give
it to you. Had you not better have Lee summoned? Mr. Lee was Mr. Pomeroy’s
competitor. Now this rnmor—of course it is not legal evidence—bhut it was the general
lnellilef that Mr. Lee received money to get out of the way and to make » feint of a
fight.

‘Mr. PoMEROY. He did not get out of the way.

The W1TNEsS, He practically got out of the way, and many of his friends believed
that he had sold out.

Mr. LoGax. I have no interest in this case ¢ither way, but I do not think it is a good
plan to blacken the reputation of anybody by hearsay.

The WITNEsS. No; but it is a good plan to get the testimony of these men, and see
whether they do know anything abont it.

Mr. LoGaN. We have got the testimouy of every man that has been suggested to us.

The WITNESS. You can’t tell whether there is anything in these rumers until you
get the testimony. There is a chance for ascertaining the facts. Now, what we want
is the truth of the matter out there in our State. We are interested in it as much as
Mr. Pomeroy is. If he has been belied it is due io him, and to us, and to the reputa-
tion of the State that it should be shown; and if these statements are true itis also
due to us that that should be shown.

By Mr. PoMEROY:

Q. Do you believe these stories they told about your paying money to Finn and®
others ¥—A. No; I don't believe anything of the sort, of course.

Mr. PoMEROY. Nor do L.

The WiITxXESS, I never heard that T did.

Q. Or aasybody for you ?—A. I heard that Perry Fuller had paid him [Fion] money
for you and me.

Q. Do you believe it #—A. I do; I believe Perry Fuller paid him money, and I be-
lieve Carney paid him mouey. Whether you [to Mr. Pomeroy ] paid him money, I have
not as good testimony as I have of them: that is, not what I consider as absolute.

Q. Do you tiiuk I paid him any as all f—A. I very strongly suspect that you did. It
is well understood that he went for money, and was going the rounds for it.

Subscquent to the delivery of the testimony of Hon. E. 5. Ross, on the 27th of May,
the committee reccived the following communication in relation to the subject of in-
vestigation :

WasHINGTON, D, C., May 28, 1=72,

SIR : I have the houor to represent that, in reference to the investigation now pend-
ing of charges of bribery in the election of Hon. S. C. Pomeroy in 1867 to the United
States Senate, there are numbeis of persons in the State of Kansas whose testimony.
it is believed, would disclose the fact that improper influences, in the nature Loth of
money and promises .. { appointment, were used by Mr. Pomeroy to procure his election
at that time,

Iu view of the impossibility of procuring the attendance of these persons before the
probable adjournment of Cougress, and also of the pressure of otiier matters upon the
uiembers of the committee, incident to the closing daya of ~he session, to the partial
exclusion of this investigation, I respectfully request that che case be continued till
December uext, to the end that the investigation may b made within the State ot
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Kansas, where nearly all the witnesses reside; and wlhiere, only, an impartial and
thorough ascertainiment ot all the facts can be had.

I am informed that the case of Mr. Caldwell has been postponed, to he continned in
Kansas during the recess, and that the committee ean therefore be subjected to no
additional inconvenicnee by the postponement ot Mr. Pomeroy’s case, to be examined
at the san ¢ time and place.

I have already given the committee several and mn ready to give it other names,
whose testimony I consider essential to a full nnderstanding of the case.

For the purpose, theretore, of securing what the people of Kansas most earnestly
desire and what the resolution authorizing this investigation has pledged the United
States Serate to give them—a thorough sifting of the accusations ot the bribery of
their legislature—I trust you will consider my request, made in behalf of the people
of Kansus. a not nureasonable one. and continue the case accordingly.

Very respecttully, aour obedient servaat.
E. Gi. ROSS,

Hou. O. 1'. MorToN,

Chairman of Committee on Privileges and Elections, °

WaskHiINGTON, D. C., Thursday, May 30, 1872,
Hon. EDMUND G. Ross recalled.

By Mr. LoGax: ¢ ™)

Questior. As to these witnesses that you speak of, Mr. Ross, in this communication,
I wish to ask you, as you say there are numbers of persous in the State of Kansus
whose testimony it is believed wonld diselose the fact that improper influences, in the
nature both of money and prouises of appointment, were used by Mr. Pomeroy to pro-
cure his el:ction at that time Answer. Yes, sir.

Q. who were those witnesses that you have referred to ?—A. There are quite a
number of them. I only think of two or three now that occurred to me on running
through the list after I left you the other day. One of them is a man named Luce,
who I know had the promise of the clerkship of Mr. Pomeroy’s committee, and got it
afterward. 1 know one person that promised it to him. Whether. Mr. Pomeroy did_
or not I dc not know—that is, I have no evidence of it-——but I know he got it, and ]
know a gentleman said he could have that if he would vote for him.

Q. Was he a member of the legislature !—A. No. Luce was, and voted for him.

Q. Where does Mr. Luce live?’—A. In Centropolis.

Q. In Kansas?—A. Yus, sir; thatis, I do not say I know it. I can prove that he
had that promise.

Q. Who made him the promise *—A. Perry Fuller made it to him.

Q. Perry Fuller is dead 1—A. Yes.

Q. Was Luce opposed to Mr. Pomeroy '—A. He was understood to be opposed to
him. That was my understanding. I gathered that from others, not from conversa-
tion with him.

Q. Well, who else ’—A. Another man there, whose name 1s Wiley, was in the sen-
ate. T always supposed, and was given to understand it by the parties afterward,
that Mr. Pomeroy had promised him an Indian ageancy, which he got. He veted for
Mr. Pomeroy, but not for me. Luce voted for Pomeroy and myself both.

Q. Was ne promised anything it he would vote for you ?¥—A. I do not know that he
was., He (Wiley) has always since been a warm personal friend of mine.

Q. Who else?—A. Those are the only two that now occur to me. This man Wiley
is sick at present.

Q. Where does he reside 7—A. At Quenemo, in the same county where Luce resides.
And the licutenant governor there, I think I have pretty good reason to believe, had
the same promise that Luce had.

Qi Who is the lieutenant governor ?—A. At that time Dr. Root, now miuister to
Chili.

Q. You say you have pretty good reason to believe these things. Now, you might
send us all over the world for witnesses in this way, and detain us a year in getting
the testiimcay without giving a specific statement. What reasons have you tor be-
]iovilug them ’'—A. Well, Logan, if yon would go out there you would easily compre-
hend. :

Q. I do not want to discuss it with you, bat to get at a basis for action.—A. As to
this man Koot, I judge a good deal by appearances; hie was warmly for Pomeroy, but
I say I think I have good reason to believe he was promised that position, and he got
it atterward in his turn. He complained a long time before he got it that Powmeroy
had not done him justice, giving me to understand that he had unot fulfilled his
Pledges.
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Q. Was hie ainember of the legislature or senate 7—A. He was licutenant goveraor,

Q. At that time ?—A. Yex, sir; 1 think he was.

Q. Did he have any vote 2—A. No, I don’t think he had any vote on that guestion :
the lieutenant governor vates oaly in case of a tie.  He was very warn:iy Mre. Pone-
croy’s friend.

Q. I want the fucts. so as to wet at the testimony.  There are no naanes or dates
given in this letter you have addressed to the committee, and 1 cannot send for an;
witnesses npon it.—A. Isay then, in addition to what I said when I testitiecd before.
when 1 geve several names, that 1 desire to give you the names of additional witnesses
that T wish to have summoned. One wounld suppose that when U say. as 1 do there,
that 1 have resson ro believe withesses would give valuable testimony, that wonld b
cnougeh,

Q. But we cannot summon them without names.—A. 1 have been a member of your
bady. and my statement is entitled to some consideration.

Q. But you have not given ns the names ¢f the men, and we cannot samman the
unless we kaow their names. can wef—A. But you said you counld not summeon therw:
except I give my reasons: yon have asked me to state my reasons for helief.

Q. We cannot send upon mere vague rumor.—A. Bat it is not to be snp-posed that 1
would act upon a mere vagne rumor. I have too much at stake myselt, and I have
already given names.

{Upon reading over the toregoing testimony the witness adds @]

I remmember. upon reflection, that the time when Root was lientenant ssovernor was
in 1861 when Mi. Pomeroy was first elected and the obligation I speak of incurred.

WasniNGToN, D, C. Mowday, May 27, 1-52.

Isaae SO RAaLLech sworn and examined.

By Mr. Locax:

Question. Please state your name i full, and your age.—Auswer. Isans S0 Kalloeh:
forty vears.

Q. Give your resqdenes amd occupation.—A. Lawrence, Kansas: editor off a news-
paper.

Q. The matter of investigation before this coummittee, Mr. Kalloeh, is in reference to
charges of corruption in procuring votes for the election of Mr. Pomeroy. in 1367, Will
you please state what you know in reference to thatimatter ?—A. I was tolerably intim-
ate with the campaizn preparatory to the election and during the clection. I was through
the State smmewhat in ehalf of Mr. Pomeroy, sometimes with him, and som-times by my-
self, making public speeches referring to the matter. It was well understood, all oves
the State, that he was a candidate. I was at Topeka during the whole progress of the
-ampaign. I war in Mr. Pomeroy’s room several times, day and night, aml was as
conversant, perha ps, with the workings of the thing as any gentleman there. I never
saw or knew of any improper means of any description being used to secure votes for
him. [ was in a position where I must have known it if they were nsed.

Q. Yeu say you were in his room !—A. I'say I was in his room every day several
times,

Q. State what the impressions of the people were, gencrally, as to Mr. Pomeroy’s
success in that clection.—A. It was contidently anticipated that ke wonld be elected.

Q. What was the Lelief when the legislature first assembled after the candidates
were known?7—A. It was always the general opinion that he would be elected. It was
admitted by his apponents as well az his friends, by the tine he had been there a few
days, that he would be clectad.

Q. Was there any time during that cauvass that Mr. Lee had any chanee ot heing
clectexd against Mr. Pomeroy I—A. No, sir.

Q. Or M. Carney f—A. Mi. Carney withdrew at an carly day srom candidacey for
the term for which Mr. Powmeroy was aspiring—the jong term—and changed to the
short term. becatise i1 was admiitedd that Mre. Pomeroy woald be elecied to the long
ten.

By Mr. Peveron

Q. Do vou kRnow when My, Russ arrived at Topeka ? You said you were therve fvon
the start.—.A\. I cannot state exactly, of conrse.

Q. State approximately.—A. A\ week or ten days atter the comnencement, i shonld
way ; or, say, two weeks, )

Q. What were Mr. Rosw’s chanves of election, in the judwient of yourselt and others
familiar with the cunvass, at tho time he got there !—A. | did not  think he "ad mucl
show at that tiwe, or any, in fact. :

Q. Do you kuow when Perry Fuller got there !—A. 1 do.

Q. When did he arrive in town ¥—A. That is, I know within aday orso. Hearrived
1 shonld say, ‘Thuixiay night before the clection, which oceurred the next. Tuesday. |
shonid say Thurnday night or Friday morning.
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Q. About four days 2—A. Three or four days.

Q. You said you veere in my room.  You wers there oiien, I kuow. Did yon ~ee
Perry Fuller there 2—AL T think | never duc.

Q. Do you know of his occupying any rooms theve with e or adjoining me 7—A L
know he did not occupy roons ne:r there,

Q. Where did he oceapy rooms 2—AL 1 do not know whve he did ocenny romus; hes
he was at the hous: where I stopped most of the tin:e.

Q. What house !'—-A. The Topeka House.

Q. Another house 27— A, Yes, sir: where Carney and Lec had vooins,

Q. In yoar testimony, hefore the committee of the Kansas legislainre, you sayv i
told you he had come there to put somebady through.  Whose election did you ander-
statd him to be in the interest of 2—A. Mr. Rosx's,

Q. What did Perry Faller tell Yo when he tirst arvived in town, it anything J—A.
Mr. Fuller came to my roomn ; the tirst room, I think, he visiteal.  When he arvived
couple of my fricnds went for him.  He said to me, = Well, old Pom. is out of the
woods, and 1 have come here to pat another man through,” or, *to put a man through for
the short term.” He =aid, I sappose old Pom.” is ont of the: wonds: now 1 want 1o
wet a man clected for the short term.”

Q. By *old Pom.” yon mean me *—A. That is whar he said.

Q. That is the common name there 2—-A. Yes, siv; that is what the boy s call yon.

Q. What occasion was there, cither before or after Perry Fuller got there, ior my
asing any money. or promises, or corrupt means, at all 1—A. There was none, in my
opinion. It was a well-settled fact that you wers as good as elected when Mre. Fuller
arrived there, and before he arrived there.  There was no other candidate for the lonzg
term at that time. They had all retired.

Q. Except Lee 2—A. Yex, sir.

Q. What wounld he your judgment—it is hardly legald, perhaps—but whiss would e
your judgment of a man using money under such circumstanees ! Do yon Kknow e
as & basiness man —A. I should not suspect you of doing it.

Q. One question further. Do yon know P. B. Maxson —A. 1 duo.

Q. Do you know of his being in the employ of the Missouri, Kaunsas and Texas Raii-
road at one time, about their lands 2—A. 1 believe he was.

Q. Do you know how long he was in their employ 2—A. I do not. 1 have no ides.

Q. What is Mr. Maxson's standing in Kansas 2—A. I should think it was fair. He
itves some distance from me, you know, and I amn not competent to answer that ques-
tion very positively. I should say. outside of polities, which is apt to damage nost
men’s reputations, aud he has heen in it some, that he stands very well.

Q. Do you know anything against him?—A\. No, sir; nothing.

Q. Do you know wha intradiiced the resolution inta the legislature to nake this -
vestigation !

The WiTXESs. In your case ?

Mr. PomEROY, In my case.

A. Tom Fenlon, of Leavenworth.

Q. Had there been previously aresolution o invesiigate Mro Caldweil 2= \. Yes i

Q. Was my name in the original resolution at all 2—A\. No, sir.

Q. How long after the original resolution was adopted was it till my name was added
to it '—A. Well, several days, 1 doe not know exactiy, but several days.

Q. Have yon examined your testimony in this book as it is printed ?—A. 1 have not.

Q. I rerer to the testimony you alelivered betfore the joint committee of the Kausas
legislature to investigate this sebject.—A. 1 have not.

Q. Will you tell mie whether you are correctly reported so far is you have read it 7—
A. O, 1 looked over this onee. 1 meant by examined, & careful examination. 1 have
examined it sufliciently to answer that gquestion. 1 can answer that 1 was incorrectly
reported. I recollect distinetly quite a long answer that was left ont entirely.  The)
questioned me abo t Perey Fuller coming there, and who Le came to pnt through, and
I said, Mr. Ross; and (he questions was whether the same men that supported Mr.

osx supparted Mru. Pomceray, and 1 said, ¢ Yex, in the main, dut that thero was no
combination hetween them, beeanse Mr. Ponzeroy’s election was assured befors Perry
Fuller got there, or Ross was a probable candidate.”  That part of my answer does not
appear here at all. This is @ very incomplete and fragmentar report,  They asked
mea what my bhill was theve, and 1 said, <My board at the last . ction, and not many
extras.”  They hav - it, My board and many extras.”  They left out the « not.”

Q. Have you vead the veport that this committee made wpon that testimony 2—A.
YeR, sir.

Q. Does the testimony sustain the report, in your judgment ?—A. No, 5ir: nor in
that of any bady clse m our country.

[(The foregoing cvidenee having heen read over to ths witness, he adds the follow -
ing:] Mr. Perry Fuiler was at the Topekz House, where 1 stopped] part of the tine,
and perhaps most of the time,
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WasmixaGroN, D, C, Teesday, May 25, 1~72,
CHa2LES W, NEL=ON swoirn aned examined.

By Mr. LoGax:

Question. Please state your name, e, residence, and occupation.—Answer. My
wame is Chartes W. Nelson : my age is tweniy-five years: my occupaticn, lawver: |
reside at Ottawa, Kansas,

Q. Are you the administrator of Perry Fuller, deceased 2— AL I ain.

Q. State whether you have his books and papers in your possession-—A. 1 have his
Loeoks and papers in my possession. [ Submitting three large account-books. ]

Q. Are these the books 2—A. These are “ledger A" ““day bovk A,” and * journal A"

Q. Do they contain his accounts ?—A. Yes, sir; all that I have in my possession.

Q. 1 wish you would turn to any account in these hooks showing any transactions be-
tween Mr. Poneroy and Mr. Fuller.—A. On page 371 of the ledger is the only account
of Mr. Pomeroy in that book.

Q. You say that is the only account of Mr. Pomeroy that appears in the books >—A.
Yes. sir; that is the only account. That is * January 24, 1366, to Northrup & Chick.”
That was a check by Mr. Fuller to Mr. Pomeroy. Mr. Pomeroy is charged with it.
The amount is §3,000. The next entry is dated March 21, 1766, and is a ?lraft on “ 1.
S & Co.,” which means Buckley, Sheldon & Co., New York, for $1,500. Against it is a
<credit, paid June 27, by check of Pomeroy's, which was cashed at Rittenhouse, Fowle
& Co.’s, .

Q. The first tramsaction was January 24. 1266, and the next, March 26, 1566 ?—A.
Yes, sir; that is the whole account. It appears on the ledger, page 371, as follows:

s, C. POMROY.

: : . 1966,
Jan. 24 ToNorthrup & Chick..” 161 - 5,000  June 27 | By cash, R. F. & Co..... L6 L300
Marci2s ToB S & Cool ol L. o196 . 1,500 !

4. 500
4. W0

By Mr. ANTHONY :

Q. Where is the day-book—the original entry !—A. On the journal, page 161, the
entry appears:

154 Sundries, Dr. to Northrup’scheck .... ... ... .o ... ..., * 85, 000
466 . Rittenhouse, Fowler & Co ..o iie it iiiiii i iaaaae aann -2, 000 ‘
R 7 B T G 1 11 4 I 3,000 |

That is posted here in this ledger, as I have shown. The figures 154, 366, and 371,
‘refer to the pages of the ledger.

Mr. ANTHONY. That is a queer way of keeping books.

The WrTxEss. That is the way it is done all the way through.

By Mr. POMEROY :

Q. What is the whole amount of that account !—A. Forty-five hundred dollars. It
was balanced June 27. ]

Q- [Showing witness a paper.] - Is that Perry Fuller’s indorsement upon that *—A.
Yes, sir; that is his name.

Q. Is that the check that paid that account !—A. I cannot tell.

Q- Look on the book and see if the dates agree !—A. This is the same amount. This
check is dated the 3d of April, 1866. I will look in the jonrnal. [ Examines the journal.}
Well, sir, I see that this check is dated April 3, 1866. There is no date on the journal
tellinﬁ what date the check was.

fQ. m I credited with this check >—A. Yes, sir; you are credited with that amount
of money. :

Q. Did that balance the books *—A. Yes, sir; that was June 27, 1366, that the books
were balanced. I will state that the index of those bovks never came into my posses-
.sion ; it was never brought to me.

Q- You have alrcady sworn that there is no other account (with me) on the books
‘but that ¥—A. No, sir; and I have hunted through quite faithtully. I have also been
called upon [Ly a subpana duces fecum ] to bring some other papers, but I have never
had them. These arc the only books of accounts that ever came into my ssion.
1 was called on for bank-books, stubz of check-books, and account-boo Thexe
ara the acconnt-books. I never had any bank-books or stubs of check-books.

Q. Are these all the books ever given to you as administrator #—A. Yes, sir; these
-are all that ever came into my possession as administrator.
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Wasuixarox, D. C., Tuexday, May 22, 172,
Daxien C. Fr N, called on the part of Mr. Pomeroy, swworn aud examined.
By Mr. POMEROY :

Question. State your name, residence, and cecupation.—Answer. My name is Danie:
C. Fiun; I reside at Rocky Comfort, Little River County, Arkaunsas ; I am a practiciug
attorney at law.

Q. Have you seen this report of the joiut committee of investigation of the Kansas
legislature in 1872?—A. I have not.

Q. [Exhibiting the document referred to to the witness.] What does that book pur-
port to bei—A. A report of the joint committee of investigation appointed by the
Kansas legislature of 1872,

Q. ! call your atteution to the testimony of Mr. Macdonald, page 2i2. You may
read it aloud to the committee.—A. It is as follows: :

“8. D. M..cpoNALD, having been sworn, testified as follows:
Examined by the CHAIRMAN:

Q. Where do you reside I—A. Topeka, Kansas.

“Q. Do you know anything about the use of money in the senatorial clection of
1867 *—A. Yes, sir.

“Q. State what you know about it.—A. Well, I was in Mr. Down’sroom in the Capi-
tol House during the latter part of the session of 1867, and while I was there talking
with Mr. Downs, Mr. Finn, a member of the legislature, came in for money, and Mr.
Downs told him he might take §300 or nothiag ; and he paced the tloor scme time and
secemed indisposed to take it, but finally consented, and Mr. Downs gave him what he
gaid was $500, and I think ke told him he must .give him a receipt in full. I under-
stond that to be for his services in the senatorial election, but more than that I know
nothing.

“Q. Ts that the only instance in which you know of the use, or the offer of the use,
of money in that campaign '—A. Yes, sir.

. 3 Do you know anything of the senatorial campaign last winter in that respect *—
A. No, ir.

* Q. Do you know for whom Mr. Finn was to use his influence for that considera-
tian 2—A. I de not know certain, but my impression was that it was for Ross.”

Mr. PoMeRroy. Iwill ask to have read the evidence of Mr. Ross, given on yesterday,
concerning the vote of Mr. Finn.
The clerk read as follows from the testimony of Mr. Ross:

“ 1 learned afterward that one man who voted for Mr. Pomeroy and myself had re-
ceived money ; 1 heard so afterwand. I never had any direet evidenee in regard to it.
1 heard that he had, and was inclined to believe it.

“Q. Who was he !—A. lis name was Fien.

“Q. Received money tor what !—A. Received money from both sides to vote for
Mr. Pomeroy, myself, and also for Mr. Carney.

“Mr. ANTHOXY. He did a good business.

“The WITNESS, 1 guess ic is true, too. I was inclined to believe it.

“By Mr. LoGax:

“Q. Who told you that I—A. T could net name now any one person who told it to
me.  There was so many who suggested that that was probably the fact.

“By Mr. ANTHONY :

“Q. What made you believe it 7—A. Because it was so rumored and substantiated in
such a way: it came very direet.

“Q. How dirccet !—A. Men said they not only belicved it to be true, but had good
reasons for helieving it.

“Q. Who were the men $—A. I have forgotten now, there were somany of them. One
man who told me, Mr. Whiting, is now dead.

“By Mr. J.oGaN:
“Q. Received money for voting for yon? Did you authorize anybody to pay money
for votes !—A. No, sir.
“Q. Did you pay Lim *—A. No, sir.
“Q. How conld you believe he received money for voting for you?—A. I said be-
cause 1 heard it so often and from s0 many sources that I wis inclined to believe it.

“By Mr. ANTHONY :

“Q. Who did you believe paid him >—A. I do not know. I conld not say with any
positivencesss about that, on anything more than belicf.  If you want to know whe [
believe paid him, I can say.”

S. Rep. 224—-3

-
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The WiTxEss: In reference to the statement by Mr. Macdonald made in that hook,
it is false.  Mr. T. B. Emmert is State senator from the district comprising the counties
of Bourbon and Cherokee ‘

Q. Wlich county did you represent ¥—A. Cherokee; Mr. Emmert called on Mr.
Poweroy on eur arrival ot Topeka.  While in Mr. Pomeroy s room, without any request,
that iz, without Mr. Pomeroy asking any gquestions, I told Mr. Pomeroy that wy con-
stitueney had instructed me to vote forhim, and that whom I should vote for, that is,as a
srcond man, [ could not say.  Mr. Pomeroy remarked that he dide’t care ; and I think
that was all that passed between Mr. Pomeroy and myself until after he was elected
Senator, when 1 met him at the Topeka House and shook hands with him and bade
hini good-by. ‘

Q. I wunt to ask you, in view of the testimony of Mr. Macdonald and Mr. Ross
whether you received any money trom any source as coming from me or my friends,
or any oae connected with me?—A. No, sir; nor did I reccive a dollar as compensa-
tion for any vete I cast during that session of the legislature. -

Q. Do you know Mr. Macdonuld, whose testimony ix in that book?—A. Yes, sir: I
have seen the gentleman. He was a member of the legislature in 1565, of which I was
also a member. )

Q. Do you know Mr. Downs, also named there 7—A. I saw Mr. Downs the same day
Isaw you; I was introduced to him; 1 do not think I ever saw Mr. Downs during the
senatorial canvass after that time.

Q. What was the sentiment of the legislatare, so far as you know, in the early part
of the canvass after you got there, on this subject 2—A. The legislature, in the early
part of the ¢anvass, was, I think, a Jarge majority for you. The members were very
much divided in reterence to the second candidates. It was generally conceded that
yeu would have a large majority ; and the question arose there whether he | Mr. Pome-
roy ] would receive the samie number of votes that General Lane received four years
betore.

By the Chairman, (Mr. MokTON ?)

Q. As to this statement which was made, that you received $500, you say that there
was nothing of that 1—A. No, sir; I received no money.,

Q. Directly nor indircetly 2—A. No, sir, for any vote I cast during that session of
the legislature, or for any other legislative business.

By Mr. ANTHONY @
Q. Or any valuable consideration !—A. No, sir.

By the Chairman, (Mr. MoRTON?:)
Q. You committed yourself to Mr. Pomeroy without being asked —A. Yes, sir.

By Mr. PeMEROY :

Q. You were instructed by your people?—A. I was instructed by my people.  Mr.
Emmert

Q. He was State senator ?—A. Yes, sir. He visited me on the neutral lands, and
in making several speeches throngh the neatral lands, he spoke in favor of Mr. Pom-
eroy, and when the people voted for me, they voted for me with the distinct under-
standing that I should cast my vote for Mr. Pomeroy. The second choice of these
people was for D. P, Lowe, now a member of the House of Representatives. The whole
border tier of countics, as it is termed, desired to support Mr. Lowe for the short
term.

By Mr. ANTHOXY :

Q. Do you know of any circums¢aunce or anything that could have given rise to that
testimony which you prononncee false I—A. I do not.

Q. You think it is a purc invention --A. Yes,sir.

[ The foregoing testimony having been read over to the witness, he adds:J Mr. Lowe
was a candidate up to about five days before the election, but withdrew his name
then.

WasHINGTON, D. C., Tucnday, May 28, 152,
W. F. Bowxs, called on the part of Mr. Domeroy, sworn and examined.

By Mr. PoMEROY :

Question. State to the committee your name, residence, and occupation.—Answer,
W. F. Downa; Atehison, Kansas; general superintendent Central Branch Union Pacitie
Railroad.
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Q. Have you ever seen & book called the report of the joint committee of investiga-
tion appointed by the Kansas legislature of 1572 2— AL I have.

Q. Hax your attention ever been called to the testimony of Mr. Macdonald, as found
on page 2121 —A. It has.

Q. I will read a portion of it. 1le was asked as follows:

“Q. Do you know ai.ything about the uso of money in the senatorial eleetion of
1367 7—A. Yes, sir.

“Q. State what yon know about it.—A. Well, T was in Mr. Downs's room, in the
Capitol House, duriay the lutter part of the session of 1267, and while I was there talk-
ing with Mr. Downs, Mr. Finn, & member of the legislature, came in for money, and
Mr. Downs told him he might take 500 or nothing: and he paced the floor son.e time
and seemed indisjprosed to take it, hat finally consented, and Mr. Downs gave him what
he said was 850, and I think he told him he must give a receipt in full. I understood
that to bo for Lis services in the senatorial election, but more than that I kuow noth-
ing.

“Q. Is that the only instance in which you know of the use or the offer of the use of.
money in that campaign F—A. Yes, sir.

“Do you know any thing of the senatorial campaign last winter in that respeet 2— AL
No, sir. -

“Q Do yon know for whom Mr. Finn was to use his influenco for that considera-
tion 7—A. I do noe know certain, but my impression was that it was for Ross.”
~ Mr. PoMeroy. I now want the clerk to read the testimony of Mr. Ross as given on
this subject.

The clerk read from the testimony of Mr. Ross as follows:

“I learned afterward that one man who voted for Mr. Pomeroy and myself had re
ceived money. I heard so afterward. I never had any direet ev idence in regard to it.
I heard that he had, and was inclined to believe it.

“Q. Who was he >—A. His name was Finn.

“Q. Received money for what ? teceived money from bath sides to vote for Mr.
Pomeroy, myself;, and also for Mr. Carney.

“By Mr. ANTHONY
“Q. He did a good business.
“The WirNEss. I guess it is true, too. I was inclined to believe it.

“ By Mr. Logan:

*Who told you that?—A. I could not name, now, any person who told it to me,
there were so many who suggested that that was probably the fact.

“ By Mr. ANTHONY :

#Q. What made you helieve it 7—A. Because it was so rumored and substantiated in
such a way; it came very direct.

“ Q. How direet 2—A. Men said they not only believed it to be rne, but had good
reasons for believing it,

“Q. Who were the men 2—A. T have foergotten now; there were so many of them.
One man who told me, Mr. Whiting, is now dead.

“By Mr. LoGax: .
“Q. Reccived maney for voting for you? Did you authorize anybody to pay money for
votes 7—A. No, sir.
“Q. Did you pay him ?—A. No, sir.
«@Q. How conld” you believe he received money for voting for you—A. I s-u.l
becanse I heard it s0 often and from so many sources that I was inclined to belicve
it.

*“ By Mr. ANTHHONY ©

“ Q. Who did you bhelieve paid him 2—A. I do not know. I could not say with any
positiveness about that, or anything more than belief. If you want to know who I
believe paid him, I ean say.”

By Mr. PoMEROY

Q. You have heard tho statement contained in this book and heard that testimony
given by Mr, Ross.  Tell the committee what, if any, portion of it is true.  Tell ail
ahout it.—A. The statewent is incorreet in every respect so far as relates to myself. I
never had any communication with Mr. Finn and never spoke a dozen words to him in
Topeka.

By the Chairman, (Mr. MorToN ;)

Q. Did you ever pay him any money ¥—A. No, sir.
Q. Did you ever giva him a cheek I—A. Never.




36 ~ S8ENATOR S. C. POMEROY'S ELECTION, 1867.

Q. Did you ever give him anything in any shape whatever ?—A. No, sir.

Q. Did you have any such conversation with him !—A. No such conversation. [
never met him in Topeka, except, possibly, to be introduced to him onee in Senater
Pomeroy’s room. My memory 13 not entirely clear on that subject. I have had no
communication at all with Mr. Finn until I met himh bere in Washington within a few
hours, when he called my attention to the tact of my having been iutrudnccd to him,
which ix probable,

Q. Do you know of any money being paid by anybody for votes in th.lt election 2—
A. No, sir.

Q. Or of any corruption being used I—A. Not any, sir.

By Mr. ANTHONY :

Q. The witness t-stitied that this interview took place in Mr. Downs’s room.  Was
Mr. Fiun ever in your room —A. Not to my knowledge.

Q. Do you know of any circumstance out of which this story could have been made
or imagined '—A. I can conceive of none.

Q. Yon think it is entirely an invention ¥—A. I do,sir. I will state further, that the
testimony, as printed, does not correspond with Mr. Macdonald's statement to me as
to what hie bhad testified to—his statement having been made to me before 1 saw the
printed copy.

WASHINGTON, Tuesday, May 28, 1772,
Hon. SIBNEY CLARKE (called by Mr. Pomeroy) was sworn and examined.
By Mr. POMEROY :

Question. State your residence and occupation.—2tuswer. Lawrence, Kausas; gen-
eral business,

Q. Also your age.—A. I am about forty.

Q. Were you at Topeka during the canvass of 1267, when the election of Senators
took place place 7—A. I was a portion of the time.

Q. Were you in the canvass before the people that preceded that election 7—A. Yes,
sir; 1 canvassed the State as a candidate for member of Congress.

Q. Were you a member of the Hounse of Representatives at that time 1—A. Yes, sir.

Q. I want to have you inform the committee, if you can, calling to mind the canvass
at Topeka, at what time Mr. Ross reached Topeka from W .lenutrton ; Whether you
remember his being there, and what time he reached there.

The WITNESS, Mr. Ross or myself?

Mr. PoMEROY. I want to know as to both of you.—A. I ought to know that. I do
know it, but I cannot fix it by anything in Mr. Ross’s case.

Q. At what time did you reach Topeka !—A. I reached Topeka five or six days—
I tlnuk six—before the ballot.

Was Mr. Ross there when you arrived 2—A. My impression now is that Mr. Ross
re.u hed Topeka about the same time that I did.

Q. Now, the question 1 want to ask you is this: you said you were acquainted with
members of the legislature and the sentiment of the people; what was the impression
as you received it about the time you arrived, in regard to the prob: ible election of
myself?

The WitTNEss, Shall I state when I—

Mr. PoMEROY. State just what you please.—A. I arrived at Topeks, according to
the best of my recollection, about six days before the balloting, at about nn«lmght, ‘and
took reoms at the Capitol House, where Mr. Pomeroy was located, and I became satis-
fied before morning, after lookmg over the list of members of the logislature and the
information I already possessed, that Mr. Pomeroy was certain of clection. I had pre-
viously cauvassed the State a« candidate for Congress, speaking in nearly every couuty,
and had a general acquaintance with the members of the legistature.  In fact, I
regarded the contest as settled before [ left Washington, so far as Mr. Pomeroy was
concerned.

Q. Can you state to the committee when Perry Fuller reached Tupol\a A Aday
or two after 1 reached Topeka. I will make astatement about itif the committee
want it.

. It is no matter. How many days betore the voting, should you think?!—A. I
should think about four days,

Q. Do you know Edward Russell?!—A. Yes, sir.

Q. Caa yan -:t.ttu to the committee whom he supported or was supposed to be in favor
of for the Senate !—A. He was one ot the special friendsof General A, L. Lee, whe was
one of the candidates for Senator,

Q. Were you often in my room during that canvass ’—A. Yes, sir.
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Q. Do you know of Ed. Ruassell being there 1—A. I never remember to have seen him
in your room.

Q. Do you know of any parties being there who were supporting other ¢ andidates—
that is, being there often, frequently I—AL I suppose it was quite common. I will ex-
plain how thar was. I suppose it was quite common for men to run in there,

Q. Mr. Ed. Russell swore he was in my roomn day and night and found Perry Fualler
there, who had 2 room there, or in the adjoining room. I ask vou, as you were there,
whether you saw Ed. Russell there?—AL I did not. Mr. Russell must be mistaken

“about it.

Q. Do you recollect of meeting Perry Fuller in my room, or know of hix ocenpying
rooms with me or adjoining me ?—A. I feel quite sure Perry Fuller never roomed at the
Capitol House at all.

Q. Where do yvou think he rooined ?— AL My recollection is that he was stopping at
Law rvm e and that he came up and returned once or twice or three times during the
last days of the canvass,

Q. How far is Lawrence from Topeka ?—AL Twenty-five miles by railroad.

Q. Were the cars running 2—A. Yes, sir.

Q. Do you know who PPerry Fuller was suppos: -cl to be '-ummrtin"' or interested in
supporting. or anxious to elect during that canvass?—A. Mr. Fuller was understood to
be a supporter of Mr. Roess for the Senate. He was runuing for the short term—the
four years' term. '

Q. State gencrally anything you think of pertinent to this investigation; you know
the object of it.

By Mr. ANTHONY :

Q. Do you know of any moneys heing used in that election 7— AL N, sir.

Q. Or any valuable consideration 2—A. No, sir.

Q. Or any improper mode of infinencing the election in Hremises of compensation
for voting?—A. No, sir; I have no knowledge of anything of the Kind.  Mre. Pomeroy
having been a eandidate in the canvass, it was generally admitted that he had @ ma-

jority—that a majority of the members of the legislature had heen clected to vote for

him ; and the canvass was generally regarded by imyself and others as a very easy one.
There was, however, a contest as to tilling the short term, which had been made vacant
by the death of Mr. Lane. I will add, in reference to Perry Faller being at Topeka,
that I remember, since this comes up, that while on my way from Washington to To-
peka, as T was taking dinner over the depot at Pirtsboargh I saw Mr. Fuller and his
wife, and from there we trav eled on together.  As to that newspaper matter. after Gen-
eral Lane’s death we had no paper at Lawrence.  The Journal men came and asked us
to help them, wad we (Mr, Pomeroy and I) agreed to da so, giving them not money but

wr notes. The Johnson party afterward nominated a ticket and the Jonrnal sap-
ported it, and of course we did not pay the notes. It went to suit and we beat them.

By Mr. PoMEROY @

Q. Does that record show it ? [Submitting the report of the joint committee of inves-
tigation appointed by the Kansas legislature of 1872 to investigate senatorial elections
of 1567 and 1=71, and indicating tht, record of the case of Reyvnolds rs. Pomeroy and
Clarke, pp. 261-2722, which will be found at the end of the t testimony of this wltucs.s.]

—A. Yes, sir; that is the record of the case printed there. I never went near the sait.
Longn,ss was in session. I understand that my attorney, and I suppose Mr. Pomeroy’s,
in the answer that he put in, stated that these notes were given against public pollcv
That is the onl\' thing that looks bad about it, but 1 t.lkc it t!nt there is no foree in
that. That is ail there is about it.

By Mr. LoGaN:

Q. The guestion is, what you guve that for7—A. We gave that to have the paper
support the party; because without it we anticipated we should be withont a paper
there.

Q. You gave it to sustain the paper, it being the only paper of the party there *—A.
Yes, sir; it was to sustain the paper.

The record of the case of Revuolds rs. Pomeroy and Clarke, submitted to the witness
above, and shown in the certified copy of the veport of the joint committee of the Kan-
8sas lowml.ltun‘ of 1=72, is as follows :

CIVIL ACTION.

M. W. REYNOLDS
"R,
S. C. POMEROY and SIDNEY CLARKE. ‘

Be it remembered that heretofore, to wit, on tlw 22l day of Fehirnary, A, D, 157¢C, and




38 SENATOR S. C. POMEROY’S ELECTION, 167.

at the Febrnary term, A. 1 1570, of the distriet court, sitting in and for Douglas
County, State of Kansas, among others the following proceedings, to wit, were had :

Milton W. Reynolds, plaintift, r«. Samuel C. Pomeroy and Sidney Clarke, defendants.
Civil action.

This day came the said plaintiff, by Riggs, Nevison & Foote, his attorneys, and the
said defendants, by their attorneys, AL H. Horton, Akin & Barker, and in open court
the said parties waived a trial by jury in this action, and submitted the same to the
court upon the issue joined between the parties, and the court, after hearing the avi-
dence and arguments of connsel, do find as facts in this case as follows: That on the
12th day of March, A. D. 15866, the defendants made the promissory notes as stated in
the petition, and delivered the same to'G. A Reynolds, the agent of M. W, Reyvnolds;
that the consideration for the notes was the promise on the part of M. W. Reynolds,
through his agent, George A. Reynolds, to use his newspaper, the Lawrence State Jour-
nal, to influence the re-election of Siduey Clarke to Congress and the re-clection of
Samuel C. Puineroy to the United States Senate; that M. \W. Reynolds did, in pursu-
ance of his agreements, endeavor to influence and secure the re-election of Sidney
Clarke to Congress, up to the time of the nomination of Clarke by a convention of del-
egates of a party of the people of Kansas in September, 1966, and did enceavor to in-
fluence aud secure the re-election of Samuel C. Pomeroy to the United States Senate
up to the time of the election of Pomeroy by the legislature of the State of Kansas in
January, A. D. 1267 ; and the court do thercfore further tind, as a conclusion of law in
this casa, that the cuntract attempted to be entered into was against public policy and
void. 1t is therefore cousidered and adjudged by the court here that said plaintift
ought not to have his said action against the said defendants or either of them ; and it
is, therefore, further ordered and adjudged by the court that the said defendants recover
of said plaintiff the costs hercin expended—taxed $ . Toall of which tindings and
Judgment of this court the said plaintiff, by his counsel, duly excepted and gave notice
of a motion for a new trial of said action.

STATE OF KaXxsas, Douglas County :

I, B. D. Palmer, clerk of the district court sitting within and for said county and
State, hereby certify that the above and foregoing is a true and correct copy of the
order and proceedings of the court in the above case as the same now appear of record
in my eoftice.

Witness my hand and the seal of said court this 21st day of February, A. D. 1872,

[=eaL.] B. D. PALMER, Clerk.

Depasitions of sundry witnesses taken before me, Nicholas Callan, a notary public,
in and for the county of Washington, in the District of Columbia, on the 31st day of
January, 1870, between the hours of 8 o’clock a. m. and 6 o’clock p. ., at the office
of said Nicholas Callan, No. 448, 15th street, in said county and district, pursuant to the
annexed notice, to be read n evidence on behalf of the defendants in the cause pend-
ing in the Douglas County district court, in Douglas County, State of Kansas, in which
Mﬁton W. Reynolds is plaintiff, and Samuel C. Pomeroy and Sidney Clarke are defend-
ants in said cause.

Samuel C. Poneroy, of lawful age. being by me first duly examined, cautioned, and sol-
emnly sworn, deposeth and saith : That his howe is in Atchison County, in the State of
Kansas, and that he has resided in said State since 1754 ; that he is now at Washington,
D. C,, in attendance upon the session of the Senate of the United States, and must of
necessity remain at \Washington, I). C., during all the present session of Congress,
which will extend beyond March 1, 1870, and cavnot be present at the February term,
187y, of the district court of Douglasx County, Kansas, on account of his public duties
as such United States Senator from Kansas, and, further, that he knows the plaintift
and signed the notes mentioned in the petition of the plaintiff in  the above-entitled
suit; that thero was no consideraiion paid to himself or to Mr. Clarke, either by
George A. Reynolds or Milton W. Reynolds, at the time of signing said notes
by him and Mr. Clarke; and at the date of the said notes ueither himself nor
Mr. Siduney Clarke was owing or indebted to cither George A. Reynolds or Milton
W. Reynolds for any money whatever; that the notes were signed and deliv-
ered without consideration being paid to cither himself or Mr. Clarke, or to any
one for us; that George A. Reyuolds, the payer of the notes, acted for the plaintif,
M. W. Reynolds, and was his agent in this transaction; that while the plaintiff
well knew under what circtunstances the said defendant signed and delivered the
said notes to George A, Reynolds for the benefit of the ‘)lnintiﬂ' at the’ time said
notes were signed and delivered, and was familiar with all the facts concerning the
purposes for which said notes were given and delivered, both at the date of the note
and even before he received them from his brother, George A, Reynolds, that the
plaintitt obtained said notes with full notice B all the facts connected with their deliv-
ry to George A, Reynolds.  And he further states that at the date of the notes, the
said Milton W. Reynolds was conneeted with the State Journal, s:- called, a newspaper
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published at Lawrence, Kansas, and was editor of said paper, and continuned to be
editor and pablisher of that paper until abont February, 1869, when it was merged
inio what is known as the Lawrence Republicen Journal.  Aud the depounent further
states that he was at the time, is now, and was for a long timme before the date of said
notes, a member of the republican party —a life-long advocate of the principles of free-
dom to all, and of the equality of all men before the law; and that being thus inter-
ssted in the success of the principles of the republiean party, and of the success of the
members of that party in Kansas especially, he did, at the instance of the plaintift] at
the date of signing said notes, together with his co-afliant, Nidney Clarke, espress a
willingness to aid and assist said plaintift in the pablication of the said Journal at
Lawrence, Kansas, provided the $aid plaintitt would continne to publish such paper
ar & republican paper, and would .in such paper support, sustain, and advocate
the priuciples and faith of-- the republican party, then existing in Kanans and
other States of the Union, and would in his paper in future, after the date of
said note, support and urge the clection of the nominees of the republican ¥tate
convention of Kansas for the year 1266 and thereafter, and the nominees of the
Donglas County republican convention of the same ygar; that in consideration of
the execution and delivery of the said notes to the said plaintiff by the defend-
ants, the said Milton W. Reynolds then agreed, and the said George A. Reynolds, for
and in his behalf, agreed fhat, the said State Journal should be published by him as a
true republican paper, devoted to the success of the republican party in Kanaas, and
the advocate of the nominees of the party in Kansas in 1866 and thereafter ; and espe-
cially promised, in consideration of obtaining said notes so sued on, thas he, the plain-
tiff, wonld directly and indirectly, throngh his wYitings in the suid State Journal, pub-
lished at Lawrence, Kansas, endeavor to procure the election of all the nominees of
said State convention in Kansas, at the November election of that year, for and to the
offices for which they were so nominated, and would also support 2ud endeavor to pro-
cure the election of the republican Senators at the hands of the legislature of Kansas
of 1367. And deponent further states that upon said agreement and promises on the
part of the plaintiff, said notes were excecuted and delivered to George A. Reynolds, for
Milton W. Reynolds, his brother; and, furthef, that in 1366, after the date of said notes,
and before they became due, the republicans of the State met in oonvention and nom-
inated a full set of candidates for State officers in Kansas, and among the persons so
nominated were S. J. Crawford for governor and the Hon. Sidney Clarke as candidate
for Representative to Congress from the State of Kansas, and the said S. J. Crawford
aund the said Siduney Clarke, with the other persons so nominated at said convention,
were the regular nominees of the republican party of the State for that year, to be sup-
ported by the republican electors it the fall election §.and this deponent further states,
that the said plaintift] soon after the date of said no#s, in violation of his covenants,
and promises. and agreements, and long before either of said notes became due, refused
and neglected to publish his said paper, the State Journal, 48 an exclusively republican
paper, and failed and refused to felfill his said promises and agreements; and did, be-
fore said notes became due, support and sustain democratic principles in Li® said State
Journal; and did refuse aund fail to support and advocate, by his writings in said paper,
the clection of the said 8. J. Crawford to be governor of the State of Kgnsas and the
said Sidney Clarke to be Representative in Congress from said Stute at the fall election
in 1866; and did fail to support and advocate the election of other of the reg-
ular republican State convention candidates of 1266; and did fail to support
and endeavor to elect the county republican candidates from Douglas County for the
same year; and did, in violation of said promise and agreements, directly and indirectly
sustain and advocite, through the columns of the said State Journal, the clection of
James L. McDowell for governor of Kansas at the fall clection of 1866 ; and did adve-
cate and support the clection of Charles Blair to be Representative in Congress from
Kansas at the fall election of 1%66; and the said McDowell and the said Blair were
then the democratic nominees and candidates for positions against the said S.J. Craw-
ford and the said Sidney Clarke ; and duaving the said political canvass of 1866 the
said plaintiff supported the claims and urged the election, through the columus of said
Journal, of the said democratic candidates, and also other democratic nominees of the
democratic convention of Kansas for 1266, and also several democratic nominees in
Douglas County for the same year. Aud the deponent further states that during the
said canvass of 1366 in Kansas, after the date of said notes, and before the same be-
came due, the said State Journal, published and edited at Lawrence, Kausas, by
the said plaintift, was injurious and detrimental to the republican party and cause in
Kansas, and used its columns to the injury and detriment of the nominees of the
republican party in Kansas for 12655 and the course of said paper was injurious to the
said Sidney Clarke, and to all the advocates of republican measures and priucirlca in
the State.  And deponent further atates, that at the time and after the said notes
became due, they wese never presented to hiim for pavinent by said plaintiff, and it was
distinetly understood between the parties, that the support of the democratic party by
the plaindifr discharged hoth Sidney Clarke and this deponent from any obligation to
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aid the paper of which the plaintiff was the proprietor. And the deponent further
. states that neither of said notes were ever protested, and that from the time they were
given until just before the commencement of this sait, he had no intimation that any-
thing would be claimed from the obligation. And the deponent further states, that in
Jaunaary, 1867, after, or about the time of his re-election to the Senate of the United
States, he had a conversation with the plaintift, who declared that he was in sentiment
as much a republican us the deponent himseli, and that his sapport of the demoeratic
or Johnson party and its cindidate daring the preceding canvass was only beeause of
his desire to sustain his brother, George A. Reynoldsy, in his oflice as agent of the Sem-
inole Indians, and that he judged it better, for the time being, on that acconit to
sustain the Johnson party : but that hereafter he intended to support the republican
pirty, at least he should support the Senators from the State—wmeaning the deponcut
and Hon. E. (. Ross 5 but he made no claim for payment of any money ; he exhibited
no aotes. and did not speak of any.  Deponent dues remember payving the plaintifl’ the
sum of $250; but that s was paid at the time of this deponent’s visit to Lawrence
and Topeka, about the beginning of the year 1867, and ha:l no relation to these notes,
and at this time no notes were presented or spoken of 5 but that sum was paid hita upon
his representation of his expenses at Topeka and Lawrence, and that of his friends in
the canvass for Senators, about the tirst day of that year, (1767.)
8. C. 'OMEROY.

Also of Siduey Clarke, of lawful age, who, heing first duly examined, cautioned, and
solemuly sworn, deposes and says that he resides in the city oi Lawrenee, and State
- € Kansas, and i3 acquainted with all the parties to this suit; that he is at present a
member of Congress from the State of Kansas, and in attendance upon the secoud ses-
gion of the Forty-first Congress, which will continue beyvond the $th of March next,
which renders it impossible for him to be present at the February term of the district
court of Douglas County ; and he further states, that in the case of the above-mentioned
sitit he signed the two notes of one thousand dollars each with Senator Pomeroy ; that
he frequently conferred with George A Reynolds and Milton W. Revnolds in referenco
to the position of the State Journal toward the republican party; that George A. Rey-
nolds informed him, and he also understood from Milton W. Reyvnolds, that he was one
of the chief owners of tha State Journal; that the said George Ao Reynolds informed
deponent that he exercised a controlling influence over the columns of the paper, and
hid furvished the greater part of the capital for the parchase ; rhat both of these men
complained that they found it very hard to sustain their paper from the subseriptions
and advertisements, and claimed that they ought to receive some support from the re-
publican party; that, after consultation with Senator Pomeroy. an arrangement was
finally made, aud agreed to by George A. Reynolds and Milton W. Reynolds, that they
would suvport in the columiis of the State Journal the republican party, its priveiples,
and candidiites, at the fall clections of 18665 that it was in consequence of this agree-
ment, and for no other reason, that the notes were given: and the deponent does nog
remember whether they were given at his own room or at Senator Pomeroy’s house;
that he heard no more alwout this matter until after the meeting of the republican
Btate convention for that year, held «t Topeka, Kansas, about the 1st of September;
that at that convention 8. J. Crawford was nominated for governor and the deponent
for Congress, with a full republican State ticket ; that on my retura to Lawrence, I
think on the following evening, George A. Rexnolds an:l Milton W. Reynolds called at
my residence on Tennessee street at a late hour in the evening, and desired to have a
conversation with me in reference to the course of the State Journal ; that they stated
to me that, in cousideration of the fact that George A, Reynolds held the office of Sem-
incle Indian agent, it would be more for their interest te sustain Mr. Johnson'’s admin-
istration, and secure the patronage and emoluments to the Indian agency, and perhaps
other emoluments, than fo support the republican ticket; that they stated that it be-
came necessary to decide this qquestion betore the issue of the next daily edition of the
State Journal on the following morning, and they thonght it would not be honorable
to break the engagement with myself and Senator Pomeroy without notifying me of
the fact and consultings me in referonce thereto.  They stated te me that, inasmuch as
there conld he no doubi about the clection of the republican ticket, they supposed that
myself and Senator Pomeroy wonld he willing to discontinne the arvangement hereto-
fore made. I stated to them that while, of course, thers was no doubit about the elee-
tion of the republican ticket by a large majority, I wonld much prefer that the State
Journal would continue the support of the republican party and ticket; that I helievaed
the administration of Mr. Johuson meant mischicef to the country, and that while they
might find it for their temporary pecuniary benefit to sustain the administration, in
the loug run they would not find it so, and taat they would be liable to the charge of
being inconsistent, vacillating, ana mercenary,

Both of the Mesars. Reynolds argned that they could not afford to relinquish the
patronage of the Seminole Indian ageney, and that inasmuch as there was already one
republican paper in Lawrence—the Lawrence Tribune—and but few democratic papers
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in the State. it was a betier field for the Journal to support the democratie ticket, and
it wax intimated to me that there were parties who would make it for their pecuniary
interest to do so, to the extent at least of the amount of the notes which had been
given hy myself and Senator Pomeroy : and the conclusion of the whole matter was,
that they informed me Lefore they left that.taking all the circumstances into consider-
ation, they thougiit it hest for them to support the democratic ticket. I remarked in
substance to them that, ef course, their doing so would retlieve Senator Pomeroy and
myseld from all the obligations we were under ; and to this intimation both George A.
Reynolds and Milton W, Reynolds gave their assent,

On the nomination of the demoeratic ticket, the State Journal placed the said ticket
at the head of its columns, and advocated its election, asx the files of the paper will
show. I did not remember anything more avout this matter until I received a noticeo
from Messrs. Rigas, Nevison & Foote, attorneys of Milton W, Reynolds, calling upon
me to pay the notes, and informing me that unless I should do so at an carly day a
suit wounld be brought against me.

A short time after recetving this notice. I met G AL Reynolds near the store of William
E. Sutlift & Co,, on Massachusetts street. in the city of Lawrenee, when I said to him,
“ George, I 1eceived notice the other day that you were going to stie those notes,” and 1
said that if they did so, [ wonld be obliged to defend the suit @ [ proceeded to remind
fiim of the conversation which took place at my house after the republican convention
—which I have related—between inyself and himself, and his brother, Milton W, Rey-
nolds. He said in reply, that he remembered the econversation very distinetly, and
that I was right about it ; that it must be a mistake on the part of * Milt.,” and that
he woull see that it was corrected so far as I was concerned.  He said to me also, that
the only object was to make Senator Pomeroy pony up; but that so far as I was cen-
cerned he wounld sece it that I had no further trouble about the matter.

The notes were never presented to me, and never proiested, and no ¢lziins were ever
made upon me for their payment until 1 received the notice from Messrs. Riggs, Nevi-
son & Foote, informing me that I wonld be sued unless I made the payment. As |1
was absent from Lawrence for most of the time, and as this matter had passed out of
my miad until I got the notice from the attorneys of Revnolds that a suit was to be
bronght agzinst me, I do not remember thar I ever made any request for the suirender
of these notes. T considered the matter entirely settled when the paper openly ahan-
doned the republican pasty, .

SIDNEY CLARKE.

District or Corvynia, Washington Couaty, s :

I. Nicholas Callan, a notary public in and for the county and District aforesaid
do hereby certity that Sawmuel C. Pomeroy and Sidney Clarke were by me severally
sworn to testify the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, and that the
depositions by them, rexpectivelv subseribed as ahove set forth, were reduced to writing
by M. P. Callan, my clerk, who is not interested in the suit, in my presence and
in the prescuce of the witnesses, respectively ; and were respectively subscribed by said
witnesses in my presenee, anid were taken at the time and place specified in the annexed
notice ; and that I am not connsel, attorney, or relative of either party, or otherwise
interested in this suit.

[sEaL.] N. CALLAN,

Notary Public.

StATE oF Kaxsas, Douglas Connty, sx:

Milton W. Reyunolds, plaintitf, rs. Samel . Pomeroy and Siduey Clarke, defendants.

Depositioys of sundry witnesses, taken before me, George S, Hampton, a notary public
in and for Douglas County, Stats of Kaunsas, on the 7th day of January, A. D. 1870,
between the hours of 8 o'clock a. m. and 6 o’clock p. m., at the law-oflice of Aiken &
Barker, in the city of Lawrencee, in said conuty, pursuant to the annexed notice, to be
read in evidenee on hehalf of the defendaunts.,

By consent of the attorneys for the parties, the taking of said depositions is ad-
journed until to-morrow morning at 9 o’clock a. m., to be continued at the above-men-
tioned place.

Pursuant to the above adjournment, the plaintit’ appeared hy W. W. Nevison, his
attorney, and the defendants by Horton, Aiken & Barker, their attorneys, and the
taking of said depasitions was continuved as followa:

Geoarge A, Reynolds, of Jawful age, being by me first duly examined, cautioned, and
solemuly sworn, deposeth and saith:

I reside in the city of Lawrence, State of Kansas, and know the parties to this suit.

In the month of March, 1866, my home was in Bourbon (County, State of Kansas., I
am the elder brother of Milton W, Reyvnolds, the plaintiff to this suit. I am the payeo
of the notes set up in plaintit”s petition to this suit.  These notes were deliversd to




42 SENATOR 8. C. POMEROY'S ELECTION, 1867.

310 i:: the city of Washington. I think they were delivered to me the day they are
atesd.

My recollection is that they were delivered to me in Mr. Clarke’s room in the Metro-

litan Hotel, or at the house of Senator Pomeroy, on H street, in the city of Wash-
ington. Upon reflection, I think they were delivered at the Senator’s house.  Mr.
Clarke, Mr. Pomerny, and myself were present when the notes were executed and
delivered. They were executed and delivered immediately.

Mr. Pomeroy wrote the notes and they both signed them. In March, 1866, Milton
W. Reynolds was the editor of the State Journal, a newspaper published at Lawrence,
Kansas, and had been for about one year previous. He continued to be the editor and
pablisher of that paper until about Februacy, 1369, when it was merged in the Law-
rence Republican.

Those notes were executed and delivered to me for tiie purpose, as stated to me by
Mr. Pomeroy, to aid the Lawrence Journal.

There was other considerations for said dotes. The considerations that M. W,
Reynolds was to give for the notes was, that he should support Clarke and Pomeroy
for re-election ; ono for the House of Representatives and the other for the Senate.
At this time S. C. Pomeroy was United States Senator for Kansas. He was a candi-
date for re-election to that position, and the clection was to take place in the legisia-
ture in the succeeding winter. |

At this time Sidney Clarke was Representative in Congress from Kansas, and was a
candidate for re-election at the fall election in 1266.

There was no other consideration that I know of for the execution and delivery of
these notes. There was, perhaps. one or two interviews in reference to this matter
before the notes were given. M. W. Reynolds was not in Washington at the time the
noies were given. I had no interest in the Journal further than this: I furnished M.
W. Reynolds money to buy an interest in the paper when he started it, and induced
bhim to come out here. He was engaged as an editor in Michigan on a salary.

The interest spoken of was purchased in the name of the plaintiff, and not in my
name. Ihad no control over the Journal at the time the notes were given, any more than
one brother would have over another. I received these notes for M. W. Reynolds.
After I received the notes I forwarded them immediately by mail to my brother at
Lawrence. I believed that I indorsed the notes to M. W. Reynolds before 1 forwarded
them to him. )

There was no consideration paid to me by M. W, W. Reynolds for the notes. They
were taken by me for him, and they simply passed through my bhands. I acted as his
agent in receiving the netes.

I do not know of my own knowledge in reference to the payment of $250 on the
notes. The plaintiff informed e that §250 had been paid on the notes. 1 had a con-
versation with Mr. Clarke in the fall of 12366, just previous to the election, in which 1
told him that I thought he ought to be released from any obligation on the two notes.

Q. State what was said by you in that conversation iu reference to the plaintift
fulfilling the agreement in reference to Mr. Clarke.—A. As near as I can remember the
conversation now, I stated to Mr. Clarke that I thought he ought not to be held to pay
Jus portion of the notes, for the reason that the paper was about to assume such a po-
sition that it could not be of any help to him. The paper did assume such a position
that I thought it tould not help him. At this time M. W. Reynolds was the so}o editor
of the Journal. I havse, since that conversation, stated the same thing, in substance,
to Mr. Clarke. The first convention was in the fall, just before the clection, and after
the first note became due. I am not positive that it was before the first note bu:came
due. I knew James L. McDowell. He was a candidate for governor of Kansas in the
fall of 1866. The ticket upon which he ran was called either the conservative or dem-
ocratic ticket; I do not remember which. It was in opposition to the republican
ticket. I think the State Journal supported that fall James L. McDowe!l for governor
and Charles \W. Blair, of Fort Scott, for Cougress. Blair ran on the couservative ticket,
and against Mr. Clarke. The plaintiff supported and advocated the election of these
candidates through the State Journal.

Cross-examined :

It was the understanding that M. W. Reynolds, in consideration of these notes,
should ~ »port Clarke and Pomeroy for re-election.  This is the undeistanding I had
with Clarke and Pomeroy, after quite a lengthy conversation had with Mr. Clarke
upon the subject of the proposed chang.: of the position of Journal above referred to.

r. Clarke said, “ If the paper assumer the position talked of, I presame you will not
hold me on the note for any portion of it 1" I replied, “Certainly not.,” Hoe then
turned to my brother, and said, “ All right; go ahead, Milt.” The plaintift supported
McDowell for governor aud Blair for Congress in the fall ot 1366. Theae were the can-
didates, Ile supported the opposition ticket. M. W. Reynolds was the owner of the
notes a;uod upon on the 31st of July, 1869, I believe 1 had no interest in thew, nor
never had.
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Redirect :

In the first conversation spoken of with Mr. Clarke, M. W. Reynolds, the plaintiff,
was prescat. M. W, Reynolds was the owner of the notes at the date they were given,
I expect to leave Lawrence about the 15th of January, 1570, and expect to be absent
about three montha. I am going to New York and Washington.

The candidates, G. L. McDowell and C. W, Blair, 1 presume, were not all the candi-
datés the plaintitf supported o the opposition ticket in the fall of 1565,

Q. State whether or not the plaintiff, in the conversation hetween you and Mr.
Clarke, at which time the plaiatiff was present, consented that, if the paper assumed a
different attitude, 3r. Clarke should be released from his portion of the notes.

(Objected to hy plaintift)

A. I do not think he did, in wonls. Bat my nnderstanding was that his views and
mine were in accord upon the subject.

GEO. A. REYNOLDS.

I, George S. Hampton, a notary public in and for Dounglas County, State of Kansas,
do hereby certify that George A. Reynolds was by me first dwy swomm to testify the
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the trath, and the deposition by dim, sub-
scribed, as above set forth, was reduced to writing by myself in the presence of the
witness, and was subscribed by the said wituess in my presence, and was taken at the
time and placed in the aunexed notice specitied ; that I am not counsel, attorney, or
relative of cither party, or otherwise interested in the event of this suit; and com:-
menced at the time in the notice specitied and continued by adjournment from day to
day, as above stated.

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and seal notarial this 8th day of
January, A. D. 1370,

[sEAL.] GEO. S. HAMPTON,

Notary ’ublic.

WasHINGTON, D. C.. Tuesday, May 23, 1572,
Hon. S. C. PoMEROY sworn and examined.

By Mr. LoGax:

Question. Are you the S. C. Pomeroy who was a candidate for Senator in 1357 in the
Kansas legislature I—Answer. Yes, sir.

Q. A Mr. Sharp was suggested by a witness, Mr. Ross, as having probably received
money for voting for you. State what you kuow in reference to that.—A. I know
Mr. Sharp, or did know him at that time. I have not seen him since. But I
never had any conversation with him on that subject. I never paid him acent. I
never authorized anybody elx: to. I never conversed with anybody about paying him
anything that I remember of ; in fact, I know that he never got anything, directly or
indirectly, from me.

Q. It has been i1 timated that General Lee, who was a candidate against you, was
got out of the way : that his friends accused him of being bought off I—A. As to Gen-
eral Lee, I anly know that he was a candidate until the end of the voting. He was my
only compe.itor at the time in the joint convention, as the records show. Hoe received
all the votes ‘hat I did not get. I received the balance. There was no understanding
between ns. He never got any money, to my knowledge, from any source whatever,
and I do not believe the man used any mouey, either, in the election. So far as [ am
concerned, I thiuk Lee was an honorable, straightforward competitor, and fought it
out as weil as he could.

Q. What do you know abnaut this other mnan, Maxson '—A. I have the same state-
ment to make about him. He was clected, as my friend, to vote for me, and did vote
for me. So far as I know, he never got a eent for it.  Ho was appointed to a land-office
this last year, but never held any Federal oftice prior to last year, whon he was nominated
and coafirmed as register of the land-oftice now at Independence, Kansas. No con-
sideration of oflico or money ever passed between Mr. Maxson and mysclf, nor between
Mr, Maxson and any friend of mine, to my knowledge. )

WasniNGgrox, D. ., Wednesday, May 29, 1372,
Joux A. MaARTIN (called by Mr. Pomeroy) sworn and examined. .

By Mr. PoMEROY :
Question. State your residence and occnpation.—Auswer. Atchison, Kausas; occupa-
tion, editor,
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Q. I desire to ask you if you were familiar with the canvass of 1867 in Kansas?—A.
Yes, sir; I lived there, and was somewhat familiar with it.

Q. Were you at Topeka while the canvass was going on there t—A. Yes, sir.

Q. State whether you knew and was acquainted with the members of the legislature
generally 1—A. Yes, sir; generally, I was.

Q. State what you know in regard to the candidates, and what were their aidlmitted
chances of election ; state any facts about those things that are within your knowl-
edge.—A. The candidates were Mr. Pomeroy, General Lee, Mr. Carney, Mr. Ross, Mr.
Thatcher, Mr. Kalloch, and T do not know but & few others. all of them except Mr.
Pomeroy, Mr. Carney, and General Lee being candidates at first for the short term—
not being candidates for the long term. [t was the general opinion of the politicians
there, and of all observers who were familiar with onr politics, that Mr. Pomeroy had
the most strength from the organization of the legislature. My own judgment was
that there was not any doubt of his clection from the first, and finally that opinion
seemed to be so shared in by other candidates, who were at first his opponents, that I
believe Mr. Carney changed his candidacy and became a eandidate for the short term
instead of the long term.  General Lee continued in the field, but it was stinply in
hope, I believe, of either making some show fur the short terin, or simply to receive a
complimentary vote. I do not believe he tinally had any hope of success.

Q. Where did you stop at that time ? A. I stopped at the Capitol House.

Q. Were you in my room frequently 2—A. Yes, sir; every day, I guess.

Q. Do you recolleet meeting LEd. Russell there 7—A. I do not think I ever saw
him there more than once or twice.

Q. Do you recollect whether Perry Fuller occupied a roomn with me or adjoining me,
or anywhere near me '—A. He occupied a room in that building, but not near you, nor
adjoining you, that I remember. I think he was stopping at that house—the Capitol
House, Mr. Pomeroy had rooms there around in @ wing of the house that extended
out by itself. I do not think that Perry Fuller was anywhere near him.

Q. Do you know at what time he reached Topeka 2—A. It was only a day or so be-
fore the clection. He was not there when the legislature met, nor for sceveral days
afterward.

Q. Do you know Joshua Wheeler 2—A. Yes, sir.

[The testimony of Joshua Wheeler in relation to sending for this wiiness, for
which see page 20, was here read to the witness by the reporter. ]

Q. Do you recollect writing to Joshua Wheeler requesting his attendance 7—A. I do
not remember. I may have doneso; but I do not remember having sent tor hirm at all.

Q. In whose interest did you conclude Wheeler to be, provided he was there !-—A. 1
supposed he would be in Carney’s interest for the short term.  Bat as he was a resident
of our county, and that county was unanimously for Mr. Pomeroy, or practically unan-
imous for Mr. Pomeroy, we supposed he would be in Mr. Pomeroy’s iuterest tor the
long term, as his interests were ideuntiflied with ours, and the public sentiment was all
one way.

Mr. PoMEiRroy. I will ask to have the testimony of Coloncel D. R. Anthony read over
to this wituess, so far as he mentions him.

[The testimony of D. R. Anthony on page 13 was here read by the reporter to the
witness.]

Q. You have heard the testimony of Colonel Anthony. What do you know abont
that; what have you to say about it7—A. All there is about it, is this : In our room
we kept no liquors, except what we ordered from the bar.  When there was anybody
there who was in the habit of drinking occasionally, we rang the bell and ordered from
the bar. We kept no liquors there—no place of entertainment. We occasionally, as
people came in, ordered liguors from the bar.

Q. My point is, whether I had any connection with it¥—A. Not that [ know of. I
never consulted you about the matter nor said a werd to you in my life in reference
to it.

Q. Is there anything else you desire to state?!—A. There is nothing that I know of ;
we simply eccasionally, ordered ligquors to our room from the bar.

Q; It was a matter of your own entirely ¥—A. Yes, sir. Mz, Pomeroy never spoke
to me in n:v life abount it. I never asked him about it. .

Q. Did you ever hear that spoken of as “Pomeroy’s whisky ;7 whether it was in
fact ¥—A. No, sir.

By Mr. LoGaN:

Q. Do you kunow any fact connected with that clection tending to show the use of
improper meauns in procuring votes for Mr. Pomeroy ¥—A. No, sir.

Q. Lither by Mr. Pomeroy or by any one for him !—A. No, sir.

Q. Whom were you snpporting for the long term ¥—A. I was supporting Mr. Pomeroy.

Q. Did you support Mr. Pomeroy from the beginning of the contest I—A. Yes, sir;
and for a long time before it commenced. '

Q. Were you a member of the legislature '—A. No, sir; not at that time.
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Q. Do you know where Mr., Sharp, formerly of Wyandotte, then a member of the Kan-
sas senate, is now 1—A. 1 do not.  The last 1 heard of him he was in Wyandotte.
By Mr. POMEROY @

Q. How long ago was that - -A. I guess a year ago, fully.
Q. You do not know whether he is in Kausas now or not 3—A. No, sir. I do net think
I have Licard himn spoken of within a year.

WasmxaTtoN, D. C., Wednesday, May 29, 11372,
Jacon StoTLER (called by Mr. Pomeroy) sworn and examined.

By Mr. PoMEROY :

Question. State your residence and occupation !—Answer. Emporia, Kansas; I am
the editor of a newspaper, the Emporia News.

Q. How many years have you been editing a° paper in Kansas.—A. About twelve
years.
© Q. Have you been familiar with the politics of the State during that time ?—A. Yes,
sir. I bhave been a member of the legislature, representing Emporia district of Lyon
County, for six years.

Q. What oftices have you held in the legislature ¥—A. I was speaker of the house
two sessions.

Q. Of which branch were you a member last winter 7—A. I was a member of the
senate last term.

Q. Do you know anything about a resolution that was introduced for the investiga-
tion of the election of Senators from Kansas >—A. 1 do.

Q. Tell how it was introduced, and who were included in it ¥—A. The resolution
was first introduced in the house of representatives to investigate the senatorial elec-
tion of 1871, at which time Senator Caldwell was elected. It passed the house in that
shape, and came to the senate, and was amended there in some particular. I do not
remember now what it was, and when it went back to the house, it was amended by
inserting also power to investigate the clection of 1867, at which time you were elected.
As near as I ean remember, that is the history of the resolution.

Q. Have you seen the book published as the result of that investigation ¥—A. Yes,
sir.

Q. Were you examined as a witness 7—A. No, sir.

Q. Do you know anything on the subject of whether that book correctly represents
the testimony that was taken ¥—A. I do not; because I was not hefore the committes,
and knew nothing of their proceedings, except what I heard on the strect. I have
not read all the testimony. 1 have merely read portions of it.

Q. Were yon a member of the legislature of 1267 ¥—A. No, sir.

Q. From your knowledge of the politics of the State, do you know whether I was a
candidate before the meeting of the legislature $—A. I do not.

Q. Do you know whether I was a candidate bhefore the people in the canvass1—A. I
do not. Let me think a minute.  Is not that the year you canvassed through that
county ?

Mr. POMEROY. Yex,

The WitNEss, It wasgenerally understood that Mr. Pomeroy was a candidate, I
had no special knowledge. I at first did not remember it.

Q. Were you at Topeka at the time the canvass was in progress hefore the election

took place 2—A. I was. I do not reinember just how many days before, but duriag the
senatorial canvass.

By Mr. LoGax:

Q. Were you familiar with the manuer in which that senatorial election in the
Kansas legislature in 1267 was conducted, so far as it could be observed and was gen-
crally known '— A, Yes, sir; I was there and around the rooms of the candidates, and
saw, so far as an vutsider could see, and everything was all right. I didn’t see any-
thing wrong or hear of anything wrong,

Q. Did you sec or do you know orf any improper means heing used in that canvass
by Mr. Pomeroy or by his friends, with his knowledge, in securing votes in the legisla-
ture 7—A. I do not; I know of nothing improper at all.

Q. Were you a friend of Mr. Pomeroy in that election !—A. I was not. 1 was there
as a friend of Mr. Carney, for a few days, who was a candidate at that time.

Q. Were there stories current at that time, in reference to Mr. Pomeray, of im-

roper wmeans being used '—A. I did not hear anything of the kind at that tine that
remember of. I heard that after the election was over.
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